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PROCEEDINGS 845
Agenda  lem: Welcome and  Intoducory  Remarks.
MR. FEES: Lets et Sarted | wat t© weoome you

b te fouth tdic daa repoing meeting. We hae got a o

D o o

| belee eveyone shoud hae a oopy o the agenda
There were agendas being passed around. Ask Michele i you
dont hae a ooy o ta

Thee ae a coupe o sma inroductory ~~ procedural
tems ta we need © oover befoe we dat geting o the
sues. | thk for tet | am gig © tm &t o D

am)



Michele ad Mariau

MS. PRICE | W hae oae it tg [Tl
rembursement logistics discussed]
MS. DOA | just hae something realy quick This

is te fouth meeting We hae been lookng a the repoting
under fom R, ways t© maxdmze good infomaton and  streamiine
reporting.

Jut o remnd you, the ned meeing we wl be
looking a te fom A moving on to tha, focushg moe ex
picily on buden reducion.

I uw wat © remnd eeyre | tee B awhig
when you ae dong ts today that rdlatles to fom A in te
back o your mnd just pobeby wie i don k wl be
wefl for the ned  meeing. Thanks.

MR. FEES Okay, te fit topc on te agenda s

sot of wappng up the recommendaions that we had dafted on
the charaderizaion of TRl daa We ae ging t© be gong
oer tat and povdng - we want t© hawe foks povide any
fnal dsagreements tat we had wth some of these iems that
we have dated and woked ower a the last meetng.
Does everyone have a copy of these recommendations?
s eted Beer Chaedeizaion o TR Daa by EPA
k wes te M ta wes st ot © yu | ik a
the end of Feouay. | dont tink amyhing has changed about
i g ten
| had taken the comments that we receved from the
last meeting when we had discussed this. Sus, Linda and my-
sef and a few ohes had joted down items that peope wanted
to add, some language  changes.
| woked a tha in, ad ta wes set ot © you
I

= =

a te end o Febuay. hadnt head any ocomments back on
that, so | tought we woud just sot of wep ts v so that
we can mowe on to the four goup discussions.

| am probably going t appoach ts te same way |
apoached it te lbst tme ke each o te bod issues
have you ook trough it for a mnue o two

Then go though each one of the bulet iems under
each of te man issues, and say, you kwow, ae thee ay ds
agreements with this.

f so, whaa we wat t do s chaadeize what your
disageements ae  with this  recommendation. At tis pont we
ae not seekng adematves to add N hee We ae not ty
ng t© add new iems

We woud ke to recognze those  disagreements,  be-
cause not eweryone s gong t© agee wth evey one of these
tms n hee

Why dont you g ahead and look over ssue oe It
5 addy te logest e, ad ten we wl sat h a few
minutes wih the valious bulet tems.

[Participants read document]

MR. FEES: Why dont we Sat wth issue 11, en
hance fgue 44, te PDR, 1t indude oher reguatory pro-
gams that ocover each steam and indicae the type of daa

Does anyone have any comments with regard to that
recommendation?



ff tere ae no ocommens on -

MR.  BROMLEY: | hae gt just one comment I woud
suggest tat the issue be witen so tat you hae a shot
it seree  bescdy mae a e K dpce

That s jut moe to have a sound byte or whatever

t 5 a shot saene b summaize &t d That b Ut a
suggestion.

MR.  FEES: Okay, any ocomments specfic to iem 1,
undemeath issue  one? How about item 2, provide more informa-

ion in te PDR regadng te fad tat te TRl does nat i
doe d dencek o d fdies ad ta tee ae

oher impacts to human heath in the emnionment fom a vat
ely of SOUCES.

Oay, we W moe on © number 3 Joan, dd you
have somethng on number 27

MS. FASSINGER: | guess te idea of tat was to bet
tr pit TR daa n ooted | guess we woud ask nat oy
for a satement but some examples of some key contbutos o
envionmental ik

MR.  FEES: What speciicaly about item 2 do you
have disagreement with?

MS. FASSINGER: | dont tik | dsagee, but |
thnk te tougt was ®© put moe tan just a Saement that
thee ae oher sources, but aso provide some exampes o put
te TR dia n oonexd

MR, FEES Providng more infomaion s kihd o a
geerd  enough tem tat it ooud indude  exampes, | tink
MS.  FASSINGER: Okay.

MR. FEES: How about number 3? As | recal number
3 s something tat we had woked ower a e bt fom the
atel dt

MR. BROMLEY: You have ‘o there You ooud make
them and/or.

MR, ECK s tee ay way t poide an eampe o
nomaizng daa in the recommendations? Dd we hawe one dd
you hae one in mnd an exampe, a good exampe t© sot of
wok  trough the  idea

MR. FEES: | thnk we were beng more generd wih
these satements, to assist EPA has gt to ftke tat and
say wel, how can one assst and it s tough exampe oF
en. | thrk we ned © leae it bwoad enough

MS. FERGUSON: On ths oe, on number 3 B the ex
et ta we ae kg dou fady repots | woudit

wat to  unduy buden the exsting  repotng  sysem.
To me ts & inomaion i addion © ta, tat



EPA ues o pit te item n ooext as it
Taken to s edeme it may
moe diick © do some o ts ten & b
adel reparing.

| ut wat t© caeat tat we ae looking a ted
nomation, generd Momaion, ©  pt te  eding  repofs
n oot

as it can
more repoing - or

easly
be
b do some o te

MR. FEES: But you are not recommending changing the
report? Ts & how EPA -

MS. FERGUSON: Yes, ths is puting the dama in oo
e | ut woud be hesiat O aeae an  etie  repoing
system  of this recommendaton, s what | am tying to say.
Baance our repotng  budens  when  they  consider this  recom-
mendation.

MR FEES Ay oher commens on number  3? | am nat
sue tat was a spedic obedion to  number  tree

MS. FERGUSON: | gess | an syig ta f ts B
red as we ae gog O add twwo o tee pges o da D te
edy mpoing fom | wodd died D i

f t & podg inomaon h te pbic daa
repot  thet  hepps put tat  inomaion  odeded N oconiex I
agree with the statement

MR,  FEES So, yu ae saing tat ts impies that
to acheve tis you may hae t add new dala eements to te
form.

MS. FERGUSON: | st wat to be dear ta nmy utr
dasanding of tree ad my appovd of tree s as a gened
tenrd aayss ad not as  authoizaion for  yet ancther  info-
maion  adlecion aaMy a ts pot  h e

MR BROMLEY: So, kfs hae ta rleced in  te
notes, so tat we make sure that the recommendaton is  under-

MS. FERGUSON: A caveat?

MR,  FEES A caea, tha we ae loding a exdsing
information.

MS. FERGUSON: BExisting information SOUIces.

MR.  SPRINKER: | understand what is being sad and |
woud hope, too, that we dont end up with a sot of massve
data oolecing efot on ts t© ocome v wh ts infoma
fon, b t my wy wd reque ta tee be a cEn
smal number of dala elements which companies may aeady be
collecting.

f you go on empoyment - just as an exampe, not
o say ts s behg recommended o nat, bt f you go on te
bass of what s your tod empoyment, | cant see that woud
be owly budensome , gwven ta s ameady being coleced

for BLS daa; it i aeady beng ooleded when  companies
are, for exampe, calouiaiing ther loss per pad incdent
raie ad so on. That s jut one exampe.

| aso woddit wat t © be h a way ta neces



saily means that the ocompany is aso haing to do a whoe
bunch o caloulaions eiher.

Bty tme you end u dong a ot of cdadaions on
comng W wh indees ad d | tik tee s a poenid
for a b of e and mapbe you ae gig O get reay
muddied information.

To say tat we dont want any addional daa ook

kdon © oome w wh ts | tink wodd be incorect
MR FEES | trk we reed DO e ta | bdeve
that we wee Jlooking a te edising - caadeidng the

eting daa, ad ta woud be a sedic vewpont on  this
topic.

MS. FASSINGER: Just for the recod, it was my un
derstandng - and it is refeted in each recommendaton -
that the commitee s recommendng tat EPA ke  existng
data, and combne exsing daa for these  purposes.

We dd tak about some secor input with regad
nomalization numbers, o sae input  wih regad O  economic
nomelzation fadors.

| fed ta it needs © be made qie dear tha we
wee not askig fadiles © do ay o te I ik e
fecing Susls commert, ff we have to add o modfy a coupe
of dala eements to do that as we g@go adong, that is ancther
iem of dscusson  which qute natudy may be  necessary,  but
t was te inent to tke a te recommendsions o al the
data tat woud be uized for ay of these recommendations
out of exig SOUES.

MR. FEES: Anyone besdes Mke and Sus hae a df
ferent understanding of that?

MR.  BROMLEY: | woud echo tat but aso t© futher

thet s tat EPA shoud ooy be dong ts in conuncion
wih te peope wo fie te ot

f ey ca tem uw ad quesion, t & nt DO ak
for daa on te fom R s, bt tey choudit ust be ou
tee adone dong & tat tey shoud ty B gaher inoma
tion.

The buden soud be on EPA D ty © gt te mot
accuate  information o nommaize the dalm o and put it o

That s what the recommendaion s, is for EPA to g@o

MR, FEES: To et tat addional inomation ke
employment and -

MR. BROMLEY: Not as mandatory.

MR,  FEES Ad  appopriste indicators. We  ddnt

say that We sad the use of comparable employment dala and/
o appopiate indicators, but we ddit say who shoud @ get
thet t wes necessaly vague as o tat

MR.  CHELEN: Mayje it s dea, but there shoud be
no limiions of whee EPA can g o gt ths oher daa o
nomeize i

t ocoud be census daa t ocoud be daa ocoming
fom aoher feded agecy, fom  te  fadiies t 5 nt
that EPA shoud egpand the TRl reporing. On te oher hand
EPA shoud not be imeed in ay way in what i s ohewse
dbe © do D gt oher daa © hig in

MR  FEES: Awhing ese on 3 Those ae some good



addiional thoughts on thet

MR.  SPRINKER: | was gong t© say, maybe | shoudnt
have brougnt up the issue of employment dala because | think
t may have tiggered some womes o something. | dont

know.

Thet, of oouse, was oty a vy hypoheicad ex
ampe, not based on - it i te quckest one that came o
mind. There may be many oher roues to do that

MR. FEES: lets move on t number 4, and that deds
wih hazad risk and  exposure. As youu can see it lengthened
consderdby o ty o ke in adl te touwhs ta we had on

ts ae

So, read twough that iem  spedicaly ad  then put
your cards up or rase your hands o whatever, and begn ds
assn on ot

FACILITATOR: Keepng in mind that we ony hae 40
minues to dscuss tis  whoe  tree  pages.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | have got a ocoupe of comments on
secion 4  there. We recommend taking out the second sentence,

bascaly because we do not beiee that, a we hae Saed
tee, tee s  supposedy a chemicad  hazad  index tat lads
credibility.

As a resut, thet patticuiar senence doesnt resly
add anything to the completeness tat we ae ftying to  accom

plish. So, | recommend that we take out the second sentence.

t aso indcates a tndency to be endosng a pa-
fcdr hazad index, ad tee & nt oe | dont ik
that has been put together, accodng to My resources, that
ey hss d te sdenic dia ta needs © @ o a
good fue hazad index That Satement just doesnt add any
vduie to what we ae tying t  accompish.

MR. FEES: Does anyone want to oconcur wih that?
Pau, you ae te one who indcaed about the hazad index
thet adeady exsed t waes your input ta bought ts
Satement onio i

MR.  ORUM: No, it doesnt dready exst EPA has
had an index tat s in te rmad maps secion 313, which has
been hepl, bt t B incompee t s may yas o

So | sl wat b resae te impotance o berg

abe D look aoss a chat and see  which  patcdar hazards
are assocated with a particular chemical, such as carcinogen,
muiagen,  neuciodn,  whateve, buu | dont trk t s oot
D sy ta &t B aely adde ad ta t e&s

MR.  CHAMBERLAN: | tink if you look domm B the
statement that says - we kind of capure it agan f you Qo
don t whee it sas teefoe in the shot tem

I tk we soud w©Bke ot te theeore n te
shat tw©m, ad just dat tat sentence that says, EPA shoud
indudle a hazad index wih te PDR, and ten adong wth the
rest of ta infomaion tee, te fad tat you hae © be
careful about using one.

Then | have some other comments about adding compo-
nets to te vy bt seence on tat page, but | owl get
D ta Ber.

MR.  STEIDEL: Jut © edo a Qe bt o wha Sam
5 saig | touwght | saw o dferent  chemical  hazad  indk
s  hee | tirk thee shoud oy be oe | am nat sue



tee B oe  adde

Again, nsk beng te idea why we wat o see ts
index so tat the wuser of the PDR can reasonably understand
ik fom te daa in te PDR in ther communty woud, |
thnk, requre a moe smpified 1k index tan we hae  seen
n te ps 0

MR.  ORUM: | tink we need t ascetan that second
satement t & spedicady saig ta a demca hazad
index 5 curently avalabe. Is thet language inappropriate?
I ik i [ [gz0000z 2

MR. BROMLEY: | tink we shoud capure & in te

it sentence tat sas ta you  ae  lokdg for scenif
cay oedbe ad vad iomaion, ad ta B 2 develop
something lke that That is what we ae gving EPA recommen
dion ®© do, but gt now it doest e

MR.  ORUM: | guess | woud concr that the second
sentence coud come out, and the changes to the fouth sen
tence tkng out terefoe in the shot tem, because we want
boh shot tem and long tem to havwe, EPA shoud indude a
hezard index.

| trk wha we need © do B agee on wa ts
hezad index i

What | woud say is tat EPA shoud indude a hazad
index - in paenhess, smiar to te rmad maps secion 313
oy matix tat s deady esingg ad ten dose pa
renthesis.

That woud say what t s ta yu ae g
peope with tis hezad index t s nt an assessment of
ek, of eqosue, of how much reease, of what the efeds of
eposue ae o awy o tose things

t s smpy tese ae te inheent hazads o the
chemical Ths & whee s kown Ths s whee & ks naot
knoan. So, ay pason can ok a a dace ad say, ts
why | shoud cae about ths chemical

MR,  BROMLEY: | tink raher than saing smiar 1o
| woud say an eqanson of o ocompeton o, or an update
of.

MR. FEES: Any oher thoughts on that?

MR NATAN | thik t 5 te wod indx tea s te
problem.

MR.  FEES Meatrix?

MR NATAN: hdex impes ke a sdor fadiy

ndex o te emnionmetad indicatos poed whee thee s a
weghting factor assgned o a particuiar chemical.

We ae not lookng for that We ae lookng for the
desaipive information on potential health -

MR, FEES Itk tere ae dieing vews on
that. There may be some peope who are looking for an acua
index. t s a mater of defnng how ths rad maps sysem
prevoLsly esed

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Tom, t s a e bt moe than
thet t 5 nt gt the &Bm idex | tik &t & te whoe
concept here o  tying o accurately reflect the information
et 3 aekble, E | te ody deracesis

Then, N concat wih that, you tke the bt sen
tence on that page ad say, okay, we hae got a ths toxc
ty daa now. lefts bk a the fados tat mght afet a



paiclr  ndidd o 0 Bdy o 0 ey

Then we ty o cagpue ta in ts patodar paa
gaph laer on, whch | dont hae a podem wih

t s jut the oonoept as peseted hee a ket
mysef and ohes bdee tat we ae nhing t© gwe oaedbl
ty © an edsing demcd hazad index when, n  te frd
andyss, we kow tat it hass a ot o  shotoomings.

The god, | tik o ousshes ad industy and the

ad

gve a ocompete picure and there needs to be coveyed a caun
forary  daement adong wih  tat

We dont have te tme to redy rewok too much of
s, uwless tee s a mgoly o te gowp ta reay
takes excepion to te same thng that Sam does, to the lan
gege ta B h  hee

tk b syg ta t B impeled nomaion et
edsts nw ad ta we need  beter infomaion in  te  fuue

MR. CHAMBERLAIN; | thnk we do have a shot amount
d e We d nreed D mMoe | tik | head Pad agee

that he ddnt mnd takng tat second senence  out
lets go on to some o te oher sues and a  least
ket the document refecc that we hae a oconcem wih  that  sec

od seene ad g on Il mean, | tik t ogt © be t&ken
a, persongly.

MR. FEES: Ae there othes that echo Sams thought
on takng that second sentence  ouf?

MS. FERGUSON: | ut needed t0 add on, f you tke
the second sentence, lkts go ahead and ke the tid one
too, because it says some infoomation and then other  informa-

tion.

|l an nt sue ta you wodd - N my omon -
that you dont do damage to the paragraph, the thoughts behind
t ta foks wee dsoussng i you tke out  baoh,  because
you hae another item where you tak about cauionary  state-
ments and issues.

f t & inooed © sy somehing &  anely
avaidble ad t s not then | am vy much opposed O infer
ing somehing k5 awakdbe  t & na So, we woud hae
to fix ta, in my opnon, on your second quesion about who
syppots & o doesnt  supat

Those two  sentences were connected, and | wanted to
¥ tet

MR. FEES: | agee, about those two sentences being
connected.

MR. CHELEN: | woud Ilke to make sue tat you are
to do moe tan povde infomaon on  hazad,  risk
exposure.

t shoud be ftxdy ad ohar mEevant fdos D

1

a successfu TRl program  that might be beyond these other
ones. We shoud aso sress tat they ae quanitive and
not ust Queitative assessments.
MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: | thnk we capure that concept,
Jn kB oo n ta bt sene tying ©  hghigh a
ket a oue o fados | hae a ooupe ta | woud ke
b ad © ta for consdeation



MR FEES: | tnk Jodn ta s somehing ta s
o hae © be nied as an ojedon © ths pont in
of you dsagee with te dSatement here, and it s some
addled D i

We ae not gong t be abe to rewok those concepts
in here, because ten te whoe goup woud hae to gwve input
on te, ad we dont have te ftme for that That woud just
have to be an added comment
Ay oher thoughts on ths one?

338

MS. FASSINGER: | am looking a te Ilast dat fom
129, t does dstuss hazadous matix. | agee wih Pau,
athough oconceptualy | have not  looked pesonay a te road

I hae a e hestaion abott recommendng o
using any specics such as that as an exampe, uness we hawe
ey been adde O ®Bke a ok a ta

Having some indicator of why the chemicads ae on
te TR, | tink we woud al agee woud be some hepfu i
formation.

So, | woud recommend that maybe we go back and ook
a te pevious veson, ff tat seems to moe adequatty ad
dess te issues we ae dscussng today.

t seems that in ow revisons number four wes more
substantially changed than -

MR,  FEES: t wes leghered © sot of ty © cap
tre a lka o te ocommens hee t s sot o gig uws
no a bind now. The moe satements tat ae in there, the
moe tee s © dsagee  wih

| thk a ts pot we sodd ke a we fyou
dont ke te dSaement as it sads, ad we hae a myoiy

thet doesntt ten | dont tik we shoud pit ta n  the
recommendation.

Maype ths spedic iem we ae gong to hae
rwok o we ae gong b hae o tke it ou

MR.  ORUM: | tnk we ae acudy oqute dose on
this.

MR FEES Bu | dont kow how dose we ae uni
we kihd of rewok language and ten wvoe on it and then rewok
language and wvote on it some more

MR ORUM: I trk we ae que dose The besc
dea s yu sat out with some basc infomaton, a hazad

thet
cepis., I tink thee s pooaby ageement on  that

MR. FEES: Do you hawe a suggesion, Sam?

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: We can datt something over lunch
o a te besk ad ten we c@n oome bak ad rmrvew ths ad



Qo o
MR HEES We need D go on bt wok on t beoe
we kae a te ed o two das
MR,  SKERNOLIS: | just hae one daiying quesion

on wha we ae ageeng to. Ths touches on Joan's point

Wa s &t we ae adg D be doe tat 5 na
aready impict in the rmason why the chemicd s pit on te
R B

MR. FEES: Communicating.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: That s deady out there In oher
wods, &t B Wt a maer o hoopoatng ight?

MS.  FASSINGER t s nt ready avakdbe

MR, SKERNOLS Nob it & nmt rady awebbe <0
t needs © be incopoated - | am nat questioning. | am

trying 9] undersand.
We ae askng the EPA to do somethng more than they
have adeady done ®© jusiy padg te cemcd on te TR
te @t pace | amn W tyig © udesand what
voing  on.

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Ed, it s moe tan that, other
then &t why a demcd 5 on te TR. n my mnd tee ae
wo eements N tem for that ae  impotant

Oe s © poide te pic wh ifomation about
te hozads o ta patcdar demcd so tet | wl  hae

Then te odoher pee o th B DO fadr o &
what ae te indces by whch you need to deemine rnsk or
exposure.

The st  senence n hee  tkes inb  consideration
those factos tat we want EPA 0 speak to.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | am just taking about the hazad
pot tat you wee agung abou, te two  senences in the
midde tee about te  hazad.

I am just wondeing what the dfference s between
what you al ae askng for and what has adready been done

denfy te demcks Ta B d

MR. FEES: | trnk we ae geing bak b the
whoe disousson on it

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | am just askng somebody to tel

me, are you askng EPA to do something more than has already
been dre o mna Tet 5 d | an addg

MR.  FEES: Yess, and | tink tere s an ageement on
thet | tirk what we need ©D do - Pad woud you be wh
ng o wk o - ad Sam - ad ayre e who had oom
ments, woud you ke to assst them a beak o probably ower
bnch ad hig tha bak ad we cn pt t uy on the ower
head?

MS. PRICE: Yes, we havwe got bank tapes, foms up
thee, f you wat © nght & uw tee a te owhead

MR FEES: | tnk fom te ocommens | head, |
trkk we ae faly dose, but it Ut tkes some  tweakdg
As | sad we dont hae the tme ight now f amnone ese
wants to assist Sam and Paul on that, get together wih them.
We wil moe on © number fve

MR SPRINKER: | hae been faly paient but |
dont wat B skp oer a pot ta | deney want © moke
on ths ad ta s te we o te tm vid scence



t my be a mnor pot bt t B oe o toe wih
| fed B a oompeey peoatve M ke good soene o
bed soence.

I woud much rather see tms ke that awoded, and
use something ke use appropriate scientific methodology.

We ae aways ging to fgt ower what is accuae
and inaccurate, what results are acceptable and non-accept-
able.

To uwe a tm ke vad stence, | woud just as
soon  see that judgement based on many oter factors.

MR. FEES: What was that other language that you
mentioned?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Using appropriate scientific meth-
odology. | do thnk that we shoud recommend that - | do
ke thet thid senence aheise.

MR HEES I W ne ta f yu wadd ke D
wok wih tem, majpe we can wok tat in, shce we ae wok
ng on it awyway. Number  five.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Before we go to number five, |
have one oher comment on four Ths & jut on the lbst sent
tence on number fou, it says a suppemental document  should

dscuss the  bicaccumulaton, and ten you have a st of com
ponents there.

I woud ke to add patways, concentation,  dura
ton o eposue tee, tat our gop et wee  impotan
just  documentng that there are oher components tat we do
wat b add to that

Mr.  FEES: We do mn te 16k in addng some things
that your goup beleves in bt maybe ohes dont - there
may be tngs tha, as an ademaive, get added as your sot
o ogedos o the way t s Saed now

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: | just want the tape recoding not
o be eased uder ths sedon hee ker on | just wat o
add pathways, concentration and duaton of edposue in that
bt senence.

FACILITATOR: We hae 20 minutes to go through two
andahalf pages heee We hawent gotten that far We are
gohng b ty o moe yu aong. Number 5 ae tee awy oom
ments?

MR, CHAMBERLAIN: | popose tat st pat of te
and, rdeases t te emnvionment that are - take tat ot ad
say, and managed land disposal options.

We @Bk aou, n te fit seence reeasss D
the ambent emnviooment axd in owr dscussons, it wes  Susis
proposal that tended to break out a a ooncept land  disposal
option Versus releases to the ambient environment.

Ths more  adequatey refedts what was  dstussed in

MR HES |l an gg b He ta & st o an
abjection. Esserfly what we ae dog s redebating the
language, and commening on it

MR. BROMLEY: | dont thnk we are redebatng. This
s something tat was in te last meeing tat | tought we
had anived at CONSENSUS.

MR FEES | aemped © pk n -
MR BROMLEY: | trk you dd on te B=E t B
stated just as Sam was saying. Issue 15 says just what Sam



5 sang now ad t s nt rfedled - t sees O be
changed when you put it in te more expanaory language.

MR,  FEES | tink te lnguage s te same from
e 1

MR.  BROMLEY: Number 5 says, distincion  between

ambient releases to the environment and land disposal options.
Those ae te wwo items.

MS. DOA Ths s somehing tat | jumped i, | be
leve, a the st meetng | remember sot o paing aoud
with releases to the envionment | remember tis was my one
goud e.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Philosophically speaking, you have
st te sSoge ta bescay sas te  denion for  rEease
no te emionment is not up for discussion That has been
made vy dear © me, so | am not tnkeing wih that

What | popose & tat uder te fom how we as a
gop o indvduas ook a te daa ad ty to chaadeize

te dia, t s ol ghg © be cded m©easss O te e
ronment n the final analyss.
You hae tha @ prerogative. You hae tat dSaue

set fowad by  Congress.

What | am saing s ta in tying © beter chaac
teize te daa we had dscussed wth  Susls  proposa e con
e o te fom o  beskg ta patcdar sedon b df
et ks o caegoies

Al an sig 5 ta s Eem e hee B D
repeset  how  those  pafcular charaderizaions were broken
don on the fom.

| am not chalengng you on te defnion o re
kase o te  envionmernt

MR FEESS MWy memoy may be incomed, but | seem

remember when we had the discussion, | thought the word ambi
ent was used in te second pat
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: |  would propose my paticuar com-

ment maybe as an atematve, using the same language N num-
ber f\e a we hae n yur bod face, te dsindion between
ambent rease to  te  emvionment  and land  disposal options
a8 an alemaive.

We dd tak about managed land disposal  opfons  and

reeases to te ambient envionment Let the recod show nmy
comments.

MR.  SPRINKER: Acualy, we ae just tking about
te pbic dia rEease I dot tik we ae @©kg ey
abot the - we ae not kg aout te fom hee Ths is
a pubic release.

| tink © a ot o peope | you dgpose o some
tng on lnd ta ks a tpe o mrease 0 te envomet,
ad | undesand what Maia s saing hee

n fa,, what we ae dong hee s saing tat EPA
does need o dsigush tat tese ae  wo  dferent things

We ae not takng about messng wth te fom here

FACILITATOR: Any other quesions on number 5?

MR. FEES: Does anyone concur wih Sam's point about
the language that s in issue one te bod face ad iem 5
because the language s different Some may even  consider

S, yu @e a bk a ta ad | tik f yu bk



a that and refled on tat you ae gog © see whee Sam s
coming from. We hae gt a few commens. Paul?

MR ORUM | trk tet as lbbg as ywu hae te b
guage, releases to the emvionment, on  both sides of te equa
fon, ten yu ae oay.

My ogened ocomment s tat | sl dont  undestand
what te dierence s ad | tik te dieence ta B
used here is a vague tem.

MR. FEES That wes te whde pont of te thing,
tet tee B a deece

MR, ORUM: Yes, bt we woud have to daify, s the
dierence h tat nh oe e tee B O et o futher
coein - whereas i andher case tee s an et O oontan;

n oe cxe tee s n indudid responsbe  for managing,

whereas in the oher case tere might be

To ray resove ths we woud hae © say wha is
ts dierence

MR,  CHAMBERLAN. | tink we dscussed that in prior
dsossonss  and  ted O dfeentae | tik Susan ook
geat pans O ty D eq@an te diferences. She has her
cad ad | W & hr Bk

wp

Agan, | hae ©D m©led bak © what Me sad It
is how you ocommunicate to the pubic in the PDR

MS. FERGUSON: | tik tat s te issue ta |
heard, tat al o tese ae nreases oovered by TR, but when
we ae kg t te phbic t may be easer t© @k aou
reeases to te ambient emnvionment and the amount of these
same chemicals tat were managed in a disposal  option.

Those tems make a dfference to the pubic we hawe
tked O N ®ms o te ifomaion tey ae askng for

f yu ae tyig © hedp pbic udesandg
you tm aound and say rdeases with  land  dsposal  opton, |
can understand where Sam is coming from, because you are add
g o te oofuwson a ta pot n fme

So, | tik ta daindlon & te oe tey ae
tying to make in tems o pubic daty a opposed O a
reguiatory definiion in tems of coverage.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: let me jut add one comment We
tk ®© oo nreghbos aound oo fadiy. We ke gea
pains o] epan thet patticuier dference.

When we say rdease it o the envionme, here s

what the EPAs fom s, bt ket me tl you how we managed
those, whch ones ae ar  reeasss weter, land disposal.
t bings geaer daily t ow neghbos when  we
t © tem n ta patciar foma, r@her tan  as
one bg gant release number. Buu they have a better under
sandng of what s gohg on in te redease  process
MR, ORUM: |  appecate  te  difierence. I st
tink tat tee s a gest poeid for tat day © be a
Cay tat &5 ©n fay mseadng wen n g naeis
that do go i bnd fis end uwu olen n te emnionmen,
bu oy 30
daiy ths
ad a

£

yas n te fuue
Tt s te podem ta | hae wih atemping t
a a dieene t 5 ae o e o



Rgt nmw t B a e aoieyg

We had tked in severd meetings about tying 1o
beter characterize and provide better information to the pub-
ic by beng moe desopve wih regad b dgposal  adhv

ties.

So, | dont fed tat we ae adily tyig b
ssy t 5 mt a rmrease bt 0 Ut beter desobe tat ac
tivity

MR. FEES: Is thee amyone ese?

MR, SPRINKER: | quess wen | ok a tes | see
what do | wat, wha wl my membes o the pubic gt out of
s PDR

| watt tem ®© be ade O lok a the infomaton
and say, these reases ae gong b te ar o maye they
ae beng put o te water o whatever, and ae there ways
o dedhg wh oowdig tose a& te se

You know, s the company dong a good job in oo
toing  tose releases. Ae thee doher  methods.

Then aso, be ade © ok a what s beng set of
o the land and what is gong t© happen once that s disposed
o on te bnd yu koow, whch s a dferent tpe o eadua
ti

What is company XYZ, which gets these products, do-
wih it s t gng Mo a howzadous wese se tat hes
good  ng? s t gog b a poce ta has a redy

A oe pot, deep wel nedion wes redy oonsid-
eed sot of one o te gea methods. s tat a bnd ds
posal method?

MR. FEES: How does that ft wih the language that
we are choosing?

MR SPRINKER: | tuhfly dont realy hae a hbg
pobem wih s Pat of it may be desowbng t peope
tet tee ae - | hde © ue te @M nmw | an gig D
fall into my tap of good rdeases and bad releases as my ds

opiions.

Thee ones that ae wdl ocooled and  ones  that
not | dont reay hae a bg pobem with the language
t &5 becasse | tik a o or dsossson kd o re
te idas of what we want EPA © oonsde, and thee is
one pafed awvmer tat s gog o ft ewmy shge case

tee.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Let me vrespond to that \very

I kow we ae mumng shat o tme

MR FEES Yess, we hae 10 mnues for te rest o
the document, and we have to move on

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | just have a few more comments
for the rest of them To respond to Mikes patcdar com
met, B me © yu a rd soy.

When the pubic daa rdease fit came ot in
Sefngs rease numbes, we wee ranked, | tink a  that
ime, number one in Gaveston Coutty and number fve in the
Sae o Tees.

Our empoyees caled me up and sad, Sam, wat a
minute, what is happening here. We thought we had a good en
vionmental  program. What do these numbers  represent

When | went and broke dom and expaned to them

g F3EZ®8 §



what te numbes were, | woe a leter tat was sent o ewy
employee's home to e@an tese patcllar numbes  and  the
breakdown.

They had a  better wundersandng but it scaed them
when tey saw ths todl reease number, and tey ddnt un
dersand  what it  meant

So, by bekng & dowm inb these caegoies ke
we ae tkng about here, you kow, it heps me t beter
epan t ®© our empoyes and the  communiy.

MR FEES Wh tat we wl moe on b te ned

FACILITATOR: We ae gong t© change te way we ae

dong ts a e bt We hae 10 mnues for te st o
te dsousson

W a& g b o & & & we @ When we mn
ot o tme te bguage s gog D Sy eady how it B
f yu hae a gedc podem wh & fooget &

In te meattime, what we ae gig to do now, al we
wat up here 5 your commens. f you agee wth &  you
dont hae a pobem, we dont need to kow that We just
need © kow f yu do hae a pobem.

We dont wat you to respond to each oher and have
a conversation. We just dont hae tme So, f yu hae a
pobem, we wl put it u tee a suwcddy a we can ad
move on. The net one is number s any problems?

MR. ECK Question. Indude new daa eemets in
te PDR o h te TR fom R I weat qe sue wa te
dscusson hed  goten . So, Caiicaion o new daa ee
ments where.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: That s in te fom R

MR, ECK That is what | thought Thank you.

FACILITATOR: Ay oher pobdems on 6? Go t 7

MR.  SKERNOLIS: As long as eweryone undestands @ that
EPA, wihowt addng daa eements, has sad the management of
wase fom of st for  ocetain sedos oconsiues  an ather
wse ue o tat  scheduing

t s nmt resoved trough a daa  eement  process.
t s resoed trough a defnion of ohewise ue o a oon
stituent.

FACILITATOR: Okay, number 7. Any  problems? Number
8 Sm ae yw n 7 a &
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Number 8. Emphasize the  national

poicy of poluion preverion by focusng  on waste = managemernt
herachy in boh te pess rease ad te PDR That s my

suggested changes.

MR, REIBSTEIN: Include some information pertaining
o use | pevousy suggesed methods of dong  that, that
woud poed  confidentalty. fyu wat D sy ue index
pehaps, tat s te spedic  thing I recommended.

MR ORUM: | wat o sik v for the t©@m souce
reducion hee in number 8 | tik tat s an  impoant tem

D we tk 5 nmt te heady t 5 te ©d wese

MR. FEES: Excuse me, Paul We ae takng obec
tions, not agreements.

MS. FASSINGER: Can | ak a daying quesion of
Rd<? On yor ue oo 5 that © oome fom EPA o ae yw
suggestng a change on the fom R?



MR.  REBSTEN: | am suggesng an addiiona daa
gdement on the fom R which s ether yer b year use df
ferences o base year O auent year use dfferences;, te  use

index that I recommended before.

MS. FASSINGER: Coud that be induded as one of te
nomializing factors?

MR. REIBSTEIN: | have aso recommended it in that

cotext, but | am kg hee dout just requed o ad e
porters.

Acudy, te pot s tat f yu ten w©e good
producion index and use it with te wuse index, you hae good
information on what source reduction is happening.

FACILITATOR: Okay, number two, bg number two, and
pat one of that Any  comments?
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | have a comment The second sen

tence, where it says source reduction acivities, then recy-
dng ad recovey and teament, ten  dsposa, ten ke out
the word releases, and afier dsposa add a comma, then emis
sons and discharges.

FACILITATOR: Ay oher probems  wih  tat one?
Okay, number two, pat two. Great. Number  three.

MS. FASSINGER. | hae an issue on iem one Again,
thee s a modd suggested that nmot al of us hae had a
chance © evauate. | woud oppose t indudng a  suggeston
for a model wihout  that  opportuniy.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | agree.

FACILITATOR: Anybody  else, comments on that  one?

MR.  ORUM: f you changed model to example, that
might be more acceptable.

FACILITATOR: ff there ae no oter comments on num-
ber tree pat one, we hawe number three, pat two.

MR.  BROMLEY: | was bak t pat ore. Joan, dd you
say - | am sony, | wasnt folowing We taked about that

gedic model that s on te top thee, and | an not sue A
o us hae seen tat spedic model

MS. FASSINGER: Corect, and tis is the same ocom
met | made on the eafer suggesion wih Pads, that  unkess
we hae - f we ae gong t recommend or provide any models

o exampes tat ae | gpedic methodologies, o gpediic pa-
pers, awhing oher tan kind o geneic  exampes, tat te
commitee have a chance to evauate these before we woud be
abe to recommend tem in ths paper, ewen as an example, ff
we ae g@gig t be ta spedic

MR.  SPRINKER: | td te moion on tat point

MS. FASSINGER: May of u hae nat had a dane
use tese o evauae tem

FACILITATOR: Okay, number three, pat two. Great
Number three, part three.

MR, ORUM: Just redly  biely, assessng yer ©
year changes is good language to hae in  there

FACILITATOR: Number  three, pat four Great. Nurm+
ber teg, e

MR.  ORUM: On three, fve, | woud suggest that

there are ather constiences besdes st the fadiiies

that may have a view that you woud wat to consut here, boh
trough  stoies fom te  communiies;, you might wat to @k
b te uos



There are more  constitiencies hee tat shoud be
consuted and those views coud be made known in the same man-
ner.

MR.  SPRINKER: | woud Ilke t second thet, too

FACILITATOR: Okay, issue number four, pat ore

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: | tnk te first senence  shoud
read, povide an easy 1 use, easly accessble  program. Take

ot te st o ta, © odbn kg ad add b tat
for ue by te gened pubic  penod

FACILITATOR: |l am sony, you ae gong tO hae
say that agan. Change te fist seence 1O?
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Provide an easy-to-use, easly

accessble  progam, ten add to ta, for use by te gened
public.

MR.  SPRINKER: | tnk we need © - | understand
the ©sue on mabe just puting out rankings, but | tinkk we
need © sy wha ts s fo, wha te pupose o ts

t ey 5 for the pbc © ty © do some amay
s on wa b tee I tik we may need D s & Sam Uy
gested, for use by te generd pubic o some oher O gt n
te ida what ts pupse & | tik &t s © pefom
analyses.

FACILITATOR: Any oher comments on that one?

MR  ORUM: Ths was one, the idea that the pubic
woud have a senice by whch they ooud get ther own
rankings, was one of the recommendatons of one of the sub

gops tat we boke o a an  eader commitee | just
wated t© te tat b what ts wes for
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Lt me refect that the reason my

comment was added and changed was the word, to obtain
rankings, indcaes tat EPA s gohg ®© hae rakhgs aal
abe  wihn the daa  rdeased
The dscusson we had was that the pubic woud have
access to the daa so tey ocoud do wth it as they choose,

ad | lked Mkes tm © pefom  adyss as  appopiae.
The way ts read, EPA woud povde, t obtain
rankngs - in oher wods, tey woud povide these  rankings

ad do a kds o daa adyss ad poide i
| tinkk our comment in te past was that the pubic
coud do tat as they choose

FACILITATOR: Number fou, pat two, & thee awy
comment? Okay, great. Number five, pat one?
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | tink we ought to refedc a ocom

ment in tee tat tey shoud pefomm rankings ushg  only
nomaized data, tat adds moe cedbiy to awy kids of
of te daa they choose

| woud propose to inset the tm  ony usng no-
maized  dala, and @ gppopiae  qudfies

FACILITATOR: Any other comments on that? Number
e wo?

MR. ORUM: Same comment as number three, five, that
there are other condtiences that shoud be consulted.

FACILITATOR: And number five, three?

Okay, | tirk te net tng tha yu a hae on
your agenda is tat we hawe goups that woked on  tings last
time. You dvided up into four goups and what EPA planned 1o



do today was hae each o tose goups ocome v for ke an
hour and 15 minutes each That s what you ae aloted

We ae @ihg t be ray caefu about te times
f we ae a e bt of becasse we ae daig of a
ite bt kber we wWl gwe yu te same amout o tme ad
maype ot fve mnues o so of te break

I trk we ae pety much gt on schedde right
NOW. We ae oy about fve minues behind.

MS. FERGUSON: Process  question. Are there  mater-
as tat came out wih tese, tat we shoud have before we
sat ts dsousson’?

MS. PRICE Yes, al the suf n tis whoe day wes
sent ot va e mal bu f yu dont for some reason, hawe
t | hae gt eta opes hee

The fist one wes te issue | tat Linda Bown ad
her gouwp put together, ad | have got edra oopes i you

need | Wl poss Bse | aoud ad ten | Wl dat
sle I when we dat thee

FACILITATOR: One more process quesion. | am  going
D be mEly casd dot kegpng e f te indvda
goup wats me to fadltate something for tem, o mn a
guestons pat, just ket me know. | am gong © do whaever
ywu wat me b S H ne Gop ae acmre on YPp wen
you ae  ready.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Do you want the group leader to
speak for the  group?

FACILITATOR: However te goup lkader woud ke
o i

Agenda  lem: ISSUE |

MS. BROWN: Does eenbody hae a ooy o lksue | a
ths pot and had a chance to look over i?

Bascaly, we oot together via conference caks.
Fst of a ket me inroduce the membes of my goup Paul
Omum, Wima Subra, Sam  Chamberain and David Fees.

Or bwe | dest wih quniies o tic cdemcs
and waste generaed on ste as opposed o of site

Bascaly, we tok te ssue ta was pesented at
the January 20, 30 meetingg and we puled out ideas.

We had a toal ageement on addng the three new
data eements in sedion 8 secion 881 woud be tod quan
ity of waste managed, 882 woud be quanity generated as
wase on st and ten 883 woud be quantty receved as
waste from of ste Those woud be the tree new daa e
ments added under secon 8.

We looked a what woud be the aeas of ooncem ff
we went on and tied b get these daa dements added. We
identified that  double couning  woud be an area, increased
buden on repotes, and whether o not  te  oignaing  source
o te wese shoud be ideniied

As a ogoup, we came up wih the folowing responses.
We fet tat the addiond documents woud hep o resohe
the double couning issues.

We aso fet that as far as an inceased buden on
reporters, that industy woud view te change a a  mnmum
burden.

We a0 ft tat te dzes &t ts wodd -
ther daify secion 8 and woud be moe meaningll t daa



users.
o te tngs tat we idenffied as cavesls,

honvever, woud tat EPA povide a dear deinion in  te
gudance document a wel a N repoting  instudions as o
what the toal quanity of waste managed actudly means and
besicaly futher eqkin te break out

Ths woud a0 be fuy daedeized N the publc
data release, the press reease and  oher  documents that are
pepaed by EPA ®© rmfled te muipe handing o wese
though swed TR repating fadities.

Bascaly, tat & wa we pded ot for ke oe
and we ae open for quesions and ocomments at this point

MR BROMLEY: | hae gt a quedon | gues | ¢
that tere may be a dfference beween te acud quanity of
881 ad te sum o 82 ad 3 ad ta s tat some mae
rl may come on a a poduct So, it woudnt be couned in

Some
be

82 o 83 bu woud be ocouted f some of that materdal that
cane out of the poduct ended up as a wase eventualy. Maybe
not Hod on

MR.  ORUM: That would then be waste generated on
site. f it came on a a podud - ocored me somebody, ff
|l am wong - and then became a waste, that is 882 gener
aed on e

MR, ECK | made ocomments when this fist came up
ad | jut wat t ad ®© tem, tha the deinfons here ae

cuca o understanding the tems.

We ae sot of handicapped in that EPA has not et
realy ogoten aound O dning wese n ter tems here

| fed tat these tems ae o moe beneit o the
hazardous waste  management industy than they are to  perhaps
the et o te TR repoes

| have a ooupe of quesions about some of the
terms. Let me just rale them of and pehaps you guys can
answer them.

n 881 tod qutily o wese does ta indude
sedion 5 reases as  weske Does that indude suff which
might be incomporated into products unnecessaily, or is some-
thng incoporated intb  product  consdered t©  be poduct I
an alkdg for a  beter daiicion o weske

MR. FEES: The answer t© one yes, the releases

end poduds, umecessaly, no.  That & te next ter  That
B we dia

MR, ECK Does it indude recdng and  reuse?

MR  FEES: Yes, t & 81 thouwh 87

MR, ORUM: Yes, | tik or gop ageed t wes 81
though 87, whch s wha te EPA beleeed ad | dont be

ee we dverged fom that  opnion.

MR EXK My oanem wih tet s tat t & a O
nion o wese whch dfes fon te dassc RCRA  sod
wese defnion ad s gog t© gw a cen heatum  and
confusion there.

Thet oy B EPAS piMee Thee & nohig
that says tat te EPCRA saf has t© speak t© o coodinate
wih the RCRA daf but it & an ke ta | wat O rase

| tnk tee wl be some onem f© hae aohewse
femerted releases t the ar oconsdered a  weste, when  westie
uder RCRA has a wvay spedfic and highy reguated  defink



tion.
MR. ORUM: That caveat number one, because you had
rmised ts befoe, wes inended B addess  tat | thik
what you ae dong s edboating N a hepl way, for your
interests, on number one.
MR,  ECK That & it exady. Aong those same
ires, jut t movwe aong pease defne generated as  wese  on

site.

Ceainly RCRA has spent a ot of tme dong that
ad a ot moe efot tan we hae wated © g o on ths
commiee, ta B @ cudd

Likewise, receved a wese of s, when te oh

ewse ued denion wes modied N phase I o TR, tee
was a sep towad defning receved as  wese of s Petaps
tet & qficet bt & ek ©  be  daied

For exampe, you ae geng bak ®© te oignd
pobem wih the oignal EPCRA | suppose, wih ambent ar

o ambent  weter.
In some cases you may be accused of receving as

wase fom of st somebody else's  waste Now,  granted,
thee s te exempion for toxic chemcas and ambent  ar,
ambent wate, SO | am eageding a e bt

I am foeseeng vey  legaisic  pobems  her, and
the tem waste managed in 881, which agan was defined
By day o pee I o te meed diin o
interpretation of  ohewise  used, but whch we ae now  apply
ng in a boader sense

| am just tying © Odeinese te ssues ta  EPA

needs to resohe | woud suggest we do not resove them in
ths  commitee. | tink tat s about te gst o my ocomment

MR. BROMLEY: Michael just exacly pnned on what my
fist quesion was. My fist quesion may have seemed some-

what smpisic but & ey g O wha he wes addg for
For an example, jut to gve you gus an exanpe,
one o our fdies tkes in FO06 whch s a RCRA sed
wese, a a feed sk
| dont know how that is gong t© be defned under
hee k tt den h &8 a weee o 5 e Ben h & a

podut, how we ft it uder ths tpe o swaion, whee we
manage I, where we wuse it as a product

Those  defniions, | tik  what Mded wes kg
abot, ae ky © ts D beg dke D 1 s ot

We ae ging to hae so many questons wih varous
maerias comng oo our facily tat ocoud be o ocoud not
be a waste, dependng on how the defnton of how it is man
aged, how it © poduwed ta | ecto ta way ey
strongly.

MR. FEES: To answer Corey's concem, right now you
gt fadites tat bhae  uique  steions  whee tey  seek
gudance fom te hat lne, fom EPA

Tht & gong © coinve Woud ts nmse thet
many more? Woud there be a food of oddbal cases that woud
oewhem EPA by indudng tese new dala elements.

Thee ae g@ging t be gay aess t seems ke ywu
can aways find some knd of werd excepion tha, on te su-
face yu sy, web B &t a wese o wea

MR. BROMLEY: This might be a foundation for them to



gve us gudance, s what | am looking for. They might need
to set up some foundation @ fist,  because ther gudance can Qo
d oe te boad
MR. FEES: The onus on EPA by addng these defini
tons - and ths aso answers Michaels quesion - if  you
add tat, ten you ae gong ftO rase some  questons.
The EPA needs t© be pepaed - and they hae been
n te past, axd someimes tey wl get a quesion that they
never ewen thougt of and they do ther best to povide quid
axe on

| tink tat pocess wl  continue. Maybe we need
o be epd n owr recommendaion tat t s impeaive
that EPA incomporates that into ther Jrocess.

| belee in EPA enough to know that tey woud do
thet f questons come to tem, tey hae gt to do some
g about i

MS. DOA We acudly hae a quesion we just looked
a or Micheel

MR, ECK Ad | am ol waing for an  answer

MR FEES | dnt se tee @58 &8 0 bad - |

Oefnely see them as impefed, but | dont see tem as so
bad tat tese gpedic things cant  be  addressed.

MR.  BROMLEY: I woud agee wih you t just needs
to be couped so they lay some foundaion wok as they put
these forward,

Then as tose  gpedfic  indvdual items come  up,
then they can answer those questons, but tey need t© have a
foundation.

A ot of tmes tey dont hawe foundaion and you
wil get 10 dfferet amswers, dependng on who you ca  a
te EPA hax e

MR, LATIMER: | guess | jut wated © ty t big
a e qik dafcion © wha wodd be ndided e

We dswussed tis qute a bt a ooupe yeas ago at
CMA | trk te nent s ©O indude tngs ta ae  receved
as waste for puposes of waste fteament recyding or  enemy
recovery.

So, n oher wods, tose sreams tat diedly  get
repoted in seion 8 f you receve a 36 wese(?) ad use
t a a podut, tat woud not be induded

| agee et a kdt o ts Wl oome ad h te po
posed nmle o whatever mechansm comes on down the line. I
woud  just  suggest maybe  daiying  tet,  for  puposes  of
waste treatment recyding or energy recovery woud be a  sim
psic way o tyig 1 asmer  yor  quesion

MR. REBSTEIN: EPA has the opion of wusng the tem
waste and dsingushing fom RCRA  They aso have the  opion
of lookng a it fom te oher sde, uwing te tm podudt
and dwadeizng fom tat  pot  of  view

That gwes you the choces of usng nonproduct out
pu,  bypodud,  secondary  produdt, by  produt  as podud, and

tt W ge yw te iy | tk Rk Llaner b
looking  for. | jut mowe tat EPA oonsider tat opion as
well.

MR SKERNOUS: | wasnt on tis goup. | just

wated to make a minor but very, vey impotant point to some
sots  of  caegoies, for the  dgedons o quesions, iEem



number three, tat we change the wod souce to  sources.
Peope  shoud undersand, for example, we have
14000 coustomes and a typcad fadiy € migt hae  severd
hundred o severad thousand < sources of  a  consftuent  ident
fed o sedon 8 We woud oefany not wat o see  that

creep into this system for reporting purposes.

MS. FASSINGER: |  thnk the ooncems about consis-
tency with RCRA and te need, the wugent need, for some defr
nions for what te wese 5 | woud recommend that in 881

the language be changed to read, the tol quanty of waste
generated.

I tinkk i we focus on generaion, we mght be abe
o addess te fit iem N possbe dgedons o quesions,
whch s te doude oounng issue

Consstency wih RCRA  woud aso hep adut a ot
o e BSLEs, I bdleve.

MR, ORUM: f | can ak a dafying quesion of
Joan, how woud that ten dfer fom te curent 882,  quan
fty geneated a wase on Se

As fr as | am oocered tet B wet ta & The
ol quaty N wese maaged B 2 somehing  diferent t &
the sum of boh what was generated on st as wase ad re
ceved a wese fom of se

MS. FASSINGER: | tik tat one o the key iems of
concem s regydng. | dont see ths beng a huge BsUe i
oher aeas where you ae tackhg whee you ae sendng a
meieridl, say, for treatment

For recyding, because there are lage Cuanities,
t s a smder quaty gong twugh a ode seved  tmes

f you g on an avud bess &t edds w beg a
vy  lage  number, misrepresering what s aduay in the
systeem  a  one  time

MR.  ORUM: That was the topc of the other subgroup
that ddnt meet and do s homewok

MS. FASSINGER: kI mght acualy be beter © ds
ass te gop I ad ten ocome bak B ths | agee tat
ths & deinlely bed i and mght poide some o te
answers to  better -

MR, ORUM: Cefanly  resouion of that issue  woud
hep peoge D nepet f tey waied futer  daiy.

MS. FASSINGER: | agree.

FACILITATOR: Are there any oter comments on  number

ae, B P

MR FEES Ay obedions o sat o tis wven of
development of recommendation?

MS. FERGUSON: What are you asking?

MR, FEES We ae saing add tree new daa ee
ments, and we hawe got some supporing language that could go
aong wih ta as a recommendation. s tkding ts, whch s
sot of chaadeiing what we fked abou, and sot of  now
formulating it into a recommendation, going against anyone's
feeihg o whee ts topc shoud be  gong?

MS. FERGUSON: f yu ae akhg for a we on te
concept -

MR. FEES: Not so much a wite, but obections now.

MS. FERGUSON: | guess the oy one tat | hae has
st been epessed ad ta 5 | reay woud ke B see



how te rmopde ssle fs o 881 before | kow | am
comoriable o not

I dont dsagee wih 882 recommendaions a  this
pont N tme bu | Ut hae a resevaion ul we se the

other system.

MR,  FEES So, yu ae saing essealy, reflec-
ing what wes sad

MS. FERGUSON: Yes.

MR. FEES Does awone ese hae that particular
concern?

MS. FASSINGER: No, | agee with Sus | guess from
a pocess dandpoit, ff we intedd to make tis b a recom
mendations paper, | woud suggest tat we mantan  an  objec

ion o maybe just an issues secion on each  recommendation,
o make sue that the addiional cawals ae induded and @ ad
dressed.

MS. FERGUSON: | tink fom a process sandpoint, |
woud be moe comforiabe geting trough al te goups and
then comng back with the broader, now that you have heard
eenybody, how do you feel about these diferent issues fom a
process standpoirt, mysef.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I was just gong O realy echo
what Joan sad in tems of oconoepualy spealing, | tink  our
goup has the rght components  there.

What s gog © be most impotant s te daifica
ton and the definions and addressng some of the  comments
that were presented duing the dscusson phase in the last 10
o 15 minutes.

| tink Joans idea about having maybe an issues
uder each of tose caegoies laer on might be  hepful

MR EX | do hae a aomet A pat o ts
ommendaton and understanding that Mara has sad EPA is  mov-
ng fowad on some defnion o wese, | woud ke o

on EPA to consder these dala element changes in  any separate
atempt to defnre waste and waste management and waste  genera-
ton under te poluion peveion at o ay oher EPCRA

Keep ts suf in mnd when makng the  definiions,

because | thnk we need those definions before we can go
foward wih dola  elements ke ts

FACILITATOR: | tink i tee ae no oher oom
ments, we are gohg to move on to number two, because number
o sems © be - dh | am sy

MR. LATIMER: | woud, | ddnt hear much debate on

number three under the possible objections or questions,
whether the oigneing souce o te wese receved of  sie
ke ckrtied

| guess | wanted to see what questions peope had
Ed, dd you menton tat you woud hae a ooncem wih that,
n tms o idening tat n  yor industy? Woud tat be
a huge burden?

MR SKERNOLS: Yes. I meen, & | sad | wesit on
the  commitee. I was just tming to mody someone eses
wok t© add the wod sources. f 1 wes on te oommiee |
woud have made it not a quesion, but a saementt, that
orginating SOUES shoud not be identiied, because o the
burden that would cregte.

MR, FEES Linda, ooud you ehboate on that



thoughtt what we as a goup were suggesing that we do?

MS. BROWN: Wima, do you wat to daify tat for
us?

MR FEES Wimg, dd you add tat in? Okay.

MS.  SUBRA Fom the dizen's perspecive, not nec
essarly a the commerdal fadiies, because that informa-
fon S aekbe edy D ot bt a [gedsic] fdies,
when tey ae tking in wese fom of st and acualy doing
somehng © ta wese on s, t woud hep te dizens
who e aound the ste o kiow whee that wase s coming
from.

t may be comng from ther Sster companies in
oher sates, o it may be oomng fom other commerca fa
cilities.

MR FEES | trk &t wes poesed as a quesion be
cause unfortunately  Wima  couldnt  join in on or  conference
cal because she was sSukk on  an  aipare

So, t was posed as a quesion t get her input b
t bu the rt o or gop dit rady dess the as
here is somethng that coud be a  recommendation.

So, t 8 sot o n te qeson fom ad t B
sat o o thee for oher peope DO sy, | ke ta o
hee ae the pobems wh i

MR. BROMLEY: f I may make just a quick suggestion
on ta, s tat te waste management fadiies such as  EdS,
SIC ocode, be exemped fom any sot of requrement for that

Thet woud Imt & © what Wma s @lkdg abou
B boddg a fdiss ta aet rmeossay o te  od
business of waste management They oget exempted by ther SIC
coverage. Thet & toEly ureasodbe, t hae tem k&t out
there  what those  souces  ae

MS. SUBRA I woud sy f tat & ther pimay
business. Some o te industial fadiles bhae a bge
wase dsposd  opetion on  ste, bt receve it fom aher
(ol fdes

MR FEESS  That woud have t be fne tuned, but
tet woud be the bae bones of it

MR,  ECK Two concems  wih  ths. | am intigued by
the ida o &t a | am wih addng awy addiond daa

Oe ooncen 5, a awas, | woud nt wat a fad
ty repotng informaion tat it dd not - snce you hae D
sgn tis tng - ocoud not absouey wveiy, dd not  aso
Ligy and

oher ssess, | am  vay uncomfotebe wih  one  fadity re
poriing about anather fadity's busness o transportation.
Second issue, ust a technical  one | hae had

ot of toe wth te Auomaed Fom R fom lbst yea, in
te 62 sedon, lsig dia sedic o  ofse  wese It
has been a rea nighmare.
t hess been a nghmae a a lews ad | dont

trk tat sowae emr has been fxed o a |t |
havent seen te newest vason of te AR whee it was fixed

| tink £ we add ts daa eemet on te oher
we ae pobaby ging to sran the compuing  capabi-
here of EPAS contractor.



MR REBSTEN I wod & ke D nie te
da hee o | not adequaey repoted  eksewher. o te
information about  waste being received is not  adequately re
poted esewhere, pehaps tat s when we  shoud receve it

f & ©& deady beng adequaely repoted eke
where, pethaps we dont need to impose the burden.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I woud second that comment As
Wima pointed out, under te RCRA manfest system, | mean, you
hae a dear ftackng ssem o whee tat wese  oignates,
whee &t goes D

f yu eemped EJd in a gspecad exempion tere, |
tink &t shoud apy 1o, a Rk sad ay oher eemgion o
appy to  any oher caegoy whee te maeid has  aready
been documented and can be readly ftacked, such as under the
RCRA manifest system.

MR LATMER | W waiked © ocomet | an nt
sue of te buden of oher ocompanes, snce we havent realy
disoussed thet

I gues | am a e oocemed about  dupicaive
repoing, because | think a ot o te infomaion woud &
ready be repotd fom te sendng fdity on ther TR fom

| tink much o te daa woud adeady be avaiabe
fom tat aspect I ut waed to menion thet

MR, ORUM: | jut wated t comment on how easy ths
woud be ®© rmrpot ts f EPA dd hae a oossent fadiy
clentier SsEM o a fadiies n te oounty.

MS. FERGUSON: | guess | woud Ilke to eqress the
vew tat | woddit wat © indue ts uld we may ur

destood the ramiicaions o tat tis  does, nat oy fom
poental eda efott bt aso how we woud use te inoma

ton and what woud it do to our infomaion system and  dif
et thngs

As a dae wo gfs an amu ot of foms ten the
inMfomation on te foms ad how we use i, lefs just make
sue tat we mray hae a need for it

f we ae sayng wh ore beah ts nomation
deady edstss, ten pat o me sys why put & hee foo

| woudnt go for a recommendaion a this point in
tme tat sas add & utl we reay kew wha ta meant
ad kev te vae o t ad how we wodd be wg it ad f
t woud be asckbe D te phc

To gt t N a fom tha goes Mo a fie clet
tet Bt on te et o B adkde D te phic
doesnt meet your pubic need but ges a awxther pece of
information  that  costs  time We need t undestand more  about

In any cdroumstance where  you  have  mulipe  suppk
es of a constuent - and remember that Secton 8 doesnt

identify waste streams that are recognized and recommended.
This says a toxic constituent category.
Ay tme you hae muipe supies o tat toxdc



constuvent for any reason, you ae gong to hae t© do a ds
aggregation process N some way under this data element, both
onste and offstee as wa as mabe identying who was a
suppler of  tat oconstilent and  who  wasnit

Ths means you woud hae t© mabe fingepint waste
streams in the same way tat we hawe t© fingeprint RCRA con
ditlents N wese  Steans. You woud hae ®© fngepint TR
oondilents N wese  steams  tat  ae  receved  of sSie

Il mean, tee ae d kK o impcaios for ts

Gla eement tat | ik S s r@Eg ta ae vy vad
and | tnk requre some tinking through before you rmsh o
judgement.

MR, SPRINKER: One posshity to look a mght be

for those industrial fadiies that receive wese whch they
ten ue o ether tm inb podud o whaever ese, flom a
ot of  dfferent souces, maybe one ting o oonsider 5 do
we lmt how many souces do they need to pehaps st
fyou ae reevng someting fom 300 sources, but
three souces ae geting 95 pecent of the suf coming in,

mabe it ks tose tree tat ae ray te impotant ones o
koow, ff we decded te EPA needs ts kind of information.

So, you ae not g@ihg down to te asoue fnie
you kow, tid dgt past te i i

FACILITATOR: I
a mnue we ae gug b ke
gop I come u and do ter pat

We w ten g bak © number | ad | ad do e
senaly what we dd ths moming. So, put tem u tee ad
get your comments, disagreements or problems wiitten down.

f one person has a ocommentt and everybody  concurs,
we wl kow ta, f 9O paeent o te gop feesk s & a
problem.

decimal  point
tnk what we ae gong
a bek ad we ae

o

We ae g@gig t ty to go twugh - afer gop |
gets ther oppotunty - we ae gong to ty to go though
that faly quddy agan so tat we ten hae tme for goups
I ad M

We wl ke a 15 mnue besk ad sat agan in 15
minutes  exacly. ~ Please  come  back

Bief recess]

MR FEES We ae umng © e We ae oo
g © ome bak © I Te ks o | rneed © canos be
causse o te inabiy o tem B gt togeher befoe

FACILITATOR: | tik you hae a head by now tha
we ae gig b dp DO e

Agerda  lEem SSUE 1L

MR.  STEDEL: Becasse bse Il s may may D
Qo. We ftok a e bt dieent tak ten you head ths
moming fom issue I We ae gong to ly evenhing bak out

for you agan and ask you 1 reconsider.

We hae four pety stong aemaves fom  the
st meeingg ad ten refned ad ten we ted O eimnae
tree o them, acualy.

Ths goup was  Kiszina  Bordacs, Susi Ferguson, Ken
Geiser, Ed  Skemols and  mysef We dd a o ts by e
mal, so we havent tked t© each aher

What | am gog © ty b do vy qiddy s o
vew what we taked about st tme in  tese owheads, ad



daiy — ay  questons

Then fom you a a a gop, we wl g aead ad
eie what we hae gt w he  Fen W  fadoe ta
We wil ty to keep some noes

We wW rsoe demdves f tee B a nmeed D

do so and then, agan hopefuly we can reach a consensus. Iif
we cant reach a consensus, maype we can go ahead and mult-
wte agan, o do something t eimnae tese issues, so we
can gt domm t a spedic acion item, so ta te wok group
can go ahead and develop that and bing tat back © you al
as a recommendation.

Oe g we ae tyig © kep h md as we d
ths wes Fed Hasons saemet i the eter tat we al
receved about the goa of the PDR commitee, to improve the
gt t knov  information and t  steamine

So, agan, for tose o you who wat t e ts
panfl  memory, Januasy 29 and 30 we came up wih a st of
aematves, and we had the pos ad cons of te top four
vtegeting items, and te wouminous txt that you have on
these tems.

We ocoud not find oonsensus, so we were broken out
to pepae tis witen summay and we wil  hae  discussion

The fit demave ta soed wd wes et D
the  emvionment Ths s repoied N e  teament  efidency
of a POTW and, as we ae gong fto dscuss, aso the teament
eficency fom a centralized weste treatment fadity beyond
e pubdy onned fadlies

These were te pos and oons tat we had indicated
tet te fdir had cgoued I trk t pety wd
sls ot as one sde o te house s we can gt moe info-
mation, we can oet better information.

Thee s a ot o oqueson aboutt agan, how the
daa wl be geneated and the qualy of ta daa ad
wheher o mt &t wl powde te inomaion you ae  looking
for.

That wes demave tree N a  nushd Alema:
e for wes O e sdon 87 ad gedicdy h e
iihg 87, we wee gig b fe ta a tadered for
freatment of e

Ths woud smpy pit tat inomaion n sedion
87 and woud be delineated. Again, we had some of the same
pos and ocons types of aguments that we had wih net o the
erMonment I Wl ty o fesh tat ot hee nh a mnue

Aemaive e woud subdvide 61 9 ad 62 ad
87, so ta yu hae got te ftanser to a pubidy owned
wase teament unt and the tansfr b a pivaely  owned
waste teatment unt bascaly broken out in 87, mayjpe as
87A and B.

Agan, tat & te pue ftanskn Tt 5 mt te
gficency o te taskr, bui te pue tasEe, ad povde
thet niomaiion,

That s just resaing what s deady done ad po
vMdes a e bt moe inomaion, bt & & no new noma



Fayy, my fawie & uwg TR a a nmew sedon |
hae © sy | had © o dwn © Azoa ad e d o oar
peope and egpan ts © tem t wesnt a pety sgt

Again, there ae pos and ocons for tis issue on
boh  sdes. We can fuher fesh tis ot

Again, it woud hae POTWs repoting and | guess |
ooud ak for a e bt o DD hee | quess yu ae watk
ing te ouput of the POTW 1t repot as opposed to the input
treatment  eficency. | guess t was te ouput s wha you
are lodking for?

MR  FEES | tirk tat addg ts new fadly,

woud be ke a ocommedd wese teament fadily in tat
they receve tese amounts in and ten, in secion 7, you do
te eficences o your sysem.

Then in secion 5 and the oher sedions and 8 woud
B te ous whaher t wes te dudge b a bndi o ds
chage to a steam.

MR.  STEDEL A impotat ssle N A o this tat
Ed brougt u s tat we aso hae to remember that throughout
ts we wat t© advace te issue of ocduson preverion  in
ey oe o tese aemdes Ths doesnt quie gt O it
either.

Then, & we doossed ths a e bt a te e
f the ooncept of tansfr of net to te emnonment and ako
repoting o  breakout te repotng, woks  for POTWs, ten  why
doesnt it a0 apy O a cetdzed wese - teament fad
ity.

Wd, tat makes pefed sense f yu ae gig ®©
ttke your waste and you ae gong to mowe it fom compay A
and gvwe it to cotador B ad tey get ths wese in, a por

ion o ta wese f t B an ogac oodier w be
destroyed.

t wl m g be te oosilet that t  wes
when t wes tansered So, the idea wes wd f it woks
for  POTWs, why shoudnt it aso wok for pivaey owned
wese freatment fediiies.

What we hae doe hee - and & weit ot n te
document and it is futher eqlaned on page tree in the sum
may - 5 t©  hghight what we ae cling an aemaie
bu agan, t & Nt an demaive t 5 W a mpoe

ment t© te owal gt of  repoting wese tansfer  that
has been teated and te net rdease s what we ae taking
about.

We hae gt a b © poe for t oe ad we dot
have any  comments.

Agan, moe  addiional pose for what we  ae cding

alematives. I woud be hapy B edoate on t  ayoe
has any questons. | dont know n whch dreedon t edbo
rae becasse t kB bascaly a @ conoept
Il &an ge an eame f pooe wat D ty b gt a
sense of whee it s comng from.
MR. SKERNOLIS: f you take a company Ilke somebody

who does a ot of onste teament Dow Chemical, for ex
anpe, does a b o onse indeaion o s omganc
wastes.

They W be mpaing whn ter TR foms for



any organic constituents they generate that are TRI constit-
ents.

A teament and ten a destudion and a toa re
kase t te emionment trough the emisson o discharge
fom tose teament fadites, bt in te case o an o
eation, what tey ae ghg O assume a kst s tat they
are meeting the requisite destruction standard for  those or-
ganics.

They ae bascaly abde o ke tat number and ds
aggregate it between destrucion and eventual release in terms
of the oganic constiLients.

f tey take tat same oondivent N a wase steam
ad snd it of sk, yu hae noe o ta infomation

You smpy know it s gong of st somewhere for
treatment Al we ae akng | thnk o wha | was suggest
ing here i, shee the destruction eficency 5 Sandardized
aooss a naneraors, the offsie incnerator doesnt have
a lower destruction eficency siandard than the onsie, thet
you can smply ke thet Siandardized destrucion eficency

and pug it Mo your sem ether a te genea’s end o
wihhn te TR, and smpy sa, | am sendng ts omganic cot
siert of sie o] indneraion

I kov it g a lat for nnes  destudion
Theefore, the et mease § yu W, B oy gg D be
0001 pecent of te oconsftuent, because it B a  regulaed
destudion eficency.

n fad, &t & moe irgoous than te  teament

standards for  POTWs, which based on te dscusson last  tme,
can range a over the pace, dependng on te naue of te
treatment methodologies at the POTW.

There ae a cooupe of oher hazadous weste treat-
mens tat have that knd of rgor o te numbes for a s
centy figorous treatment eficency ad destrucion efi
cgencyy, whch te ofice of sod waese cn poide © Maids
folks.

They can a be sandadzed and pugged in So,
ad aniody hes © do B gy say, F | st & O ts
treament, tis s what te net o te emionment is, because
we kow what te destudon  efidency

The addional wok on te generalos pat may be
ey  minor. t & jut a oquesion o resaing what tey ae
akeady dong.

The infomaion tat & aekdbe © te pbic b
suficert t sces o me te bg ting tat
gans and that eveybody gans ot of tis s
to intepret whether te waste was  destoyed
waste wes released.

No oe hs © gues No oe @n e ta
ment tat s ameny h te TR ta sas st of sg
and hass © sy, wd ks assume ta it wes d rmeased o
ks assume tat t was ad  destoed

You wl hae a fadud bass for makng the assump-
ton that 0001 percent was released and P99 percet  was
destroyed.

the
tat no one has
o wheher te
daia

ee-

n te handout s an exampe, too o ts exact
concept, the one Ed has taked about, that | have taked
about. t was wused in the EPA sedment pont source inventoy



ts VeRL, o

EPA, in lookng a how to deermne what has been
redeased fom a POTW, o a pivaey owmed teament woks for
the pupose of sedment cieia, used tis same idea o what
B adualy destroyed n the process isef.

t 5 nmt ayhng ta s vewed dfeent o moe
rdcd n conoet I trk t W ge W beer noma
ton f we a a gop wok togeher and find a way t gynthe
sze some o ts

So, in te tme remanng | guess we wat © @
oer te atemaves one moe tme and et you al add some
refinemens D t

Then see f we can, by oonsensus o some other way
gt t dowmn to a ooncept that ths commitee can  wok  with.
We woud be happy to once agan rewok that and bing it back
b yu fr yu fd bk a t

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Just as | guess sot of an opening
comment and realy a basc premse that | hawe to operae
fom, | ogquess, fom a legd pesedve, & ta | dout
our company woud alow me o my execuves to take responsk
biy in te TR oeting what goes on a a POIW, ad for
us to assume - EJd makes a vaid pont about the four nines
destruction, e ceera, but you dont koow about te wese
weter treatment issues.

We woud have t daw a bigt line aound our fa
diy ad oy e acoounizhity ad responshity for
what goes on insde our fadity for what we send B the

oher Edy.

Fom that pont on, flom these options presented O
us, | oodd no, as a basc pemse suppot  anphing et |
woud have to cety on a fom as to what i happenng a
thet POTW ad ke resposbily o tat

MR. SKERNOLIS: Coud | respond o that just as a
point of Clarification? My recommendation is not necessarly
thet the generator cextify the destrucion eficency of the
treatment.

t 5 ta tey sy ideniy te ocosivet  ad
the teament mehod  that  constiuent is going through.

EPA, for te puposes o caodaing ten, net
the  emvionment can  generate that number  through  tables  estab-
ished for the destrudion eficency assocaed wih thet
treatment.

n aoher wods, t B a quedon o ut geting te

accurate information. You dont have o necessarly cextfy
o what your rdeases ae ader a te teament s com
pleted. In aoher wods, tee ae dieet was t  din  the
& B d | an suggesig
MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Sometmes when you skin  that cat,

that rascad can get vely mean My momma once tod me wach
o for skned cas
| tik tat ifomaion s aeady povded We



MR. SKERNOLIS: One more response to  Sam. One o
te masons | rmsed ts N te fit pace wes te noion
rised by Maia a te lst meeing tat pehaps te saest
thing o do s assume ta al o tat maeid s rmeased D
the environment

You are essentaly miseadng - somebody is  being
msed somewhee N the process, | te  buitn assumpion s
Ze0 destrudion 5 ooounng.

The ademaive to that s t© assume somewhere in
the pocess tat a ocetan amout of  destudion s ooccuning.
At leasst in my mnd, lookng trough the teament technoo-
ges tat ae ot there, and the destucion, some of tem are
iy figoroLsly eshhed

I thhk t b a wy sfe ad legimae  assumption
for EPA © make tat an oganic constiuent gong to  an  incn
eration, for eampe, i geting four nnes destrucion.

| domt trk tet B miseadng I thk ta &
the most accuate thng you can t© the pubic NN te end
T8 B d

MR, CHAMBERLAIN: | guess t respond to that, Ed, ff
you ae saing it s EPAs deeminion as to  what  eficen
ces, what is gong on a tat POTW, and they make that infor-
mation awaidbe t© te pubic based on a st of daa tat
tey ae pMeged O o hae kosede o ta s e

That B EPAs  responshily. Bu | doit wat D
acoept that responsbity as  the oweroperatr of that fa
cility.

| do agee wih yu ta a it b ety suc
tued, te pubicc you know, redly doesnt - tey ae being
msead by what s beng tansfered of site They need some
addiional informaion as to what s happenng t tat mate-
rial.

MR STONE | agee We s&d a kbt o nmaed for
indneraion and te four nnes woks vaey  nicely. We aso

serd a ot o suf o feament pats tat do chemicd o
dation, tat ten goes to a POTW.

By pemi, tey ae dowed by put X pats per mi

fon © ta POTW. Based on ther sream, they coud destroy
a hunded percent o four nnes of my suff o based on the
sream they ocoud destoy none of it because of what it gong

and te mions o glos tey ae sendng of sk emy

day.

ust a smal amount that they are
gt o desroy  mysef

If
sendng  of  sie have
mions o gos o suf gog
ony
and

they

thet
kexcly cegyec Y

I tey
of se and nmy oonsiivent s
t puely by diuion of the POTW
siudion o my  maei

MS.  FASSINGER: | have 1t second Sams  sentiments.
One adon | ddnit see up hee was for us © manan te way
we repot now and then have EPA and the daa release perhaps
aly these efidences.

As far as te sger o te TRI fom R beg ac
counteble, | second  that I mean, tee ae a ot o legd
implications.

fte teatment fadies ae a0 rmEpoig a

hae gt
day, they
hae gt



ot of ta inomaion wl ocome ou, eduwdng te POTWs
MR.  SKERNOLIS: May | just say, because we are doing
a last for nnes destudion, yu wWl not see may fom RS
fied by teament fadies for tat  oconsfuent We ae
not gong t ht 500 pounds.

That 5 why te - pat o te agument s tat the
information s geting lost a © wha s hapenng b a oo
stitiernt. We ae puting ot numbes to te pubic ta those

o constiuenis ae STY g0

MS. FASSINGER: t woud seem that  you ae get
ing less than 500 pounds, then it woud seem that those num-
bes woddnt be a sgificat as f we wee repoing ke

numbers.
We ooud nether ocetfy nor hae a pant manager
catfy  your  featment  destruction o een te methods  that

you  use

MR,  SKERNOLIS: |  apprecate  that

MS. FASSINGER: Once we hand that mateda over, we
realy dont hae te contol I mean, we hae inent o how
we want it t be managed but we ocoud not cetfy that you
have managed it in that way.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Buu your obedion s just t te
certiicaion [rOCESS, not o the information being better
qualified somewhere in the sEem, even f it s a te EPA
end for PDR puposes o someting like that

MS. FASSINGER: f the EPA does tat n te PDR |
dont thnk ambody has a pobem wih i

MR.  SKERNOLIS: The fundamental message | am  tying

b gt ot s a vae D teament on some o tese whee the
material s destoyed and tere s no  oconsummate release  of
those maeils B @ the  envionment

Tt & jJut a a fad mate, | tik te pudc
ougt to know tat and tey can daw ther own  condusions
abou  tet

MS. FASSINGER: The PDR woud be an excellent place
for ta

MR ECK | guess | am ageeng wih Sam ad wih
Joan  here. | st want o owver te whoe lgc rd ealy
ad ouicy.

As | sad bdoe | tik fdies sodd  repot
what they know that happens on  ter fadity and what they
control.

Gen ta, | tik ta fdies sod M e
pot 61 teament faclly a an ofste POTW. They  shoud

not repot 62  teament efidency a  an offsite hazardous
waste treater and they shoud probably not be repotng an 87
treatment of st when tey dont n fad  kow what acualy
happened.

I woud suppart aematve fou, 0] reiie sedion
87 as tanser for teament of st as a moe accuae rep
resertation of what the peson sgnng the fom Rs a nmy fa
cdiy beieles has happered ad in fad hes fdowed wp
ensure has happened within RCRA guidelines.

| woud aso suppot Joan, tat you know, gwven that
EPA hes, in fad, an endess budget and inine  resources
and, therefore, the PDR can be ocompressed to be made avaiable
o d des | ik & B wd whn te tpe o ady



sis ta we hawe been recommendng for them to taget spedic
61 POTW chemical eficences and speciic 62 eficendies,
ad repat  them as  repesenatve o useve o for
analysis.

| belee now tat we hae the hezadous wese in
dusty, for the most pat rmpoing een F n fada tey
port very e release, they ae sl reporting management
N some sense o anoher, tere wil be a patcdar amount of
fadiyspedic deia thee.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | tink there ae a number of people
fom industy saing, you dont wat t© hae f© ooty and
ke responsiiity for what happens a some oher fadity.
Therefore, EPA shouid calculate this number.

| tik we shoud pay out what ta woud realy
mean and whether you redly want EPA assgnng those vaues
a fdy, o a pbc neet gop assging  tose vabes
o] a fdy.

I know that when the emvionmental woking group  dd
that, they used esimates. They sad 25 percent pass through
o something ke thet

t woud be wvay hepli t© hae infomaion on the
pericLier fadiiies, POTW, and ther eficendes and the
chemicals, and use some matices that ocoud be wused in a com
puer pogam b cdodae that out

Then, wouldnt the industy goups come back and
say, hee, ts B wong. You cdoted & ad t s wog
ad t s wog for ts reason

We woud have sot of an endess mad of what is
wong with the mechansm that you provide to make those calcw-
lations.

MS. FERGUSON: | hae a quesion for Joan and Sam
ad Mke [ te box insead of saing net wvume © te en
vionmert, instead of reading tat way wes, ke 7 & now, an
esimate  based upon Sandad tbes, f  you ae tesing o,

yu gve te tod ta yu shp of © weew yu sip of

Then you ae assgihg a  pecentage  reducion  eff
cency o somethng as an esimate, based on pehaps a stan
dad t@be devoped by EPA so tat it s easy O et

Woud that help negate some of your concems?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: let me respond and then Joan and
Me cn ad o st o dey SsE, | ges h tems o -
- et me respond to te edimae facon

t  coud probably make more reasonable estimates
than the oher goups. They woud be doser to beng abe to
make those estimates in  dialogue wih te POTW if ta were
the e

Again, this certiicaion ad being held acoounizble
foor tat number put N tee tat sl woud preset some

| do agee ta tee needs o be a beter way

and, b, repot what goes on a the POTW to caowr
e what Bob has presened here, ths net to te  emnvionment

I i t soud be on indstys  shouders
o do tose cdodaionss | tik i shoud be on the POTWSs
shouiders and responsioiies to make those determinations

MS. FASSINGER |  prety much second, Sam.  Again,



gig bak ©, een F t b an efmae tee B A a
gl dbiggion on the pat o te sger o ta fom D
make sure those  numbers ae  comect

Again, wth good inent f you send yor maeid ©
be sent somewhere to be managed and you expect a ceran
treament eficency, ad sy | send it o Bob ad we hae te
100 year food ad hs fady foods o

That & something tat | rmeay dont hae oo
oer, een touh | hae good inenions sendng it thee
Bu | agee tat it woud be good t© hae ta information

| ges f w ak EPA © poide ta - § tey

have the tbes ad tey wat t povde tose fados n the
pbic data rmease, tat s somethng tat we Wl hae D
le wh

We can povde input o POTWs (f they see ta the
dala or the methodoogy maybe needs to be modfied that would
be done through the computer programming and the data manage-
ment.

MR, FEES | am dsating to smel anoher atema
ie hee
MR.  SKERNOLIS: Just one more comment Recognizing
te ococem wh By ad sgig te im  whch | ik
5 vy lgimae, a a padical mater, | am nat awae of
any treament faclity - whether it be POTWs o waste tea-
ment fadiies - where the generator’s idertity is attached
to the oonsituet, once we pk t u N te repoaing Sy

tem.

| dont repot ohewise use o a oonsituet by
generalor  on our TRl foms. | repot | ohewise use 100000
pounds of TCE

There [ no generator identiication associated with

it Whether you gave me 5000 o 10000, whether | do 99O pe-
cent destrucion o 50  percent destudion because | fogat o
it a mach, tee & no idenity afached © tat TCE a
tet port

That acualy was one of te rasons why | suggested
s, s ta tee s N bak tadig t© te pouion pe
veion sde of &t once yu smpy say, | hae st it

%
—
(¢

stoed a sx nnes axd Seing has got it destoyed )
percent. Thet s anoher pece o infomaion, it seems o
me, tat s bt © te phic by nat ideiying tat te
genetr 5 - | am nt saig you hae o oety I
undersiand thet poit

t seems to me that somewhere GM has, as is manage-
ment metod for that todc  oconsfiuent, dedded O destoy sk
nnes of it trough a fteament process - remember, if  you
ae dog t on S yu ae g D Epat & A | am
saig B f yu d t of s mpat & 0o, h some  way
That & \vauabe inomation tat the pic pds up  about
GM, as wd a te fae o tose oonsivens

MS.  FASSINGER: Unless we assgn radiosotopes to
or westte sream o fuorescent dyes, you cannot  tack that
I kow a b o gous wat © be ake © do ta
We can tack the overal management of the  system.

you ae repotng your management you  wil  be  repoting

:

==



your  releases. fyu teat tat o P9 peoet, ta wW
show up, except for your very smal quantes, as  you men
oed eak.

MS. DOA | just had an edioial comment, or maybe
a facua comment I jut wated to read someting from the
repoting package tat | tnk petains t©  some of the dscus

sion.

Reporting transfer 62 which ae ather oftsie
tansiers oher tat POTWs, says you shoud repot te  trans
pot based on what happens © te maoiy of te matena

Then under codumn C for 62, enter one of the fob
bwng ocodes B idenfy te tpe o wese fteamet, ds
posa, recyding or enegy recovey method used by the off
sie location for the reported o chemical

You must use moe tan one code for a sihge loca
tion when dsing  quanities o te reported odic chemical
are subect o different basically waste management ach-

That bascaly says tat you shoud wuse the code
thett © te best o your konedge - ta s a ta &
requred, te best o your knowledge, that repesents te Uk
timaie disposiion o the chemical

Ao, for tades of se o ten D POMWs
you dont know what happens to the chemica of ste - gong
of st you dont know how it is managed, you ae supposed 1O
use M99, which is  unknown.

MO is gouped under the disposal categoy, hot  any
of te oher chemicak. Just a badgound, | hope that is
useful.

MR, CHELEN: Much o what has been sad on ths sde
of te thbe souds pety reasonable, but  woud you  colec
vey  suppot,  ten,  haing  POTWs  report?

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Yes.

MR STEDE: I need © g bak Oe pot ta wes
made hee, tha s vy, vy impotat, s ta tee s nat
deny ®© a TR ocosivent in a mxed wese steam.

That s what makes te whoe ooncept of tying to

repot N a converionr POTW - | am not  comnventiona, | wil
el you tat ngt now - wth a oonveiond POTW, tat s
what makes it impossbe o repot

The wvoume of oconstiuent that goes o a POTW s
moe tan lky ocomng fom a resdenall o a commerca
SOUCe, not an industial source.

MR, ORUM: fyou wee te 10 pecent o fadies
that dschage to the POTW migt be TRl repoters and you have
got 90 percent of your soeenng coming in with toxic  chemi
cas tat ae nat  repoted

t s vwy uwadu © kow a e bt moe doou
what happens to TRl  discharges. Then we aso hae t keep in
mnd the inerest of some of us, awyway, in knowng about al
those other discharges and what happens when they come from
residences and other commercial establishments.

MR.  STEIDEL: But you cant know everything. Unfor-
tunately, tere s no way you can  know evenything. When you
ty t break tat data ou, t i moe ten you can reasonably
expect.

MS.  FERGUSON: |l an gig © ty oe moe tre If



for  you
peset the, woud tat eimnale some of the  obedions?
pen  the  acal

| am st looking for  Dbidges.
MS. FASSINGER: We woud not bhe abe t be wiling

o oty tha, F the indcar o te ©be wes added on
atter the certification, somehow -

MS. FERGUSON: f a yu ae oetying & te
amourt you transferred off site.

MS. FASSINGER: Which we do now.

MS. FERGUSON: Yes, and i it caouated out and had
another vaue fom that voume -

MS. FASSINGER: We woud not be ade to cetfy tat
second number.

MS. FERGUSON: fyou werent required t0?

MS. FASSNGER Ben f t dd it adomaicaly, f
thet exds u in my rpot | am sl sging for  tat  number

MR, SKERNOLIS: Joan, | tink we ae giiting hais
here. | ik wha se b sag 5 ta § yu hae ts

consttuent and this code, you may assume four nines  destuc-
tion.
Al ywu ae oig & tat yu ae fdog te

gudance in  making the  assumptons. You ae not cetfying
the performance of the treatment fadiities.

MS. FASSINGER: I woud Ilke t hae a lgd anay
s o | ey - | do bdee ad | tik San agess
thet tee ae Sgiicant legd Bes f O you ae puting a
number down.

MR ECK On te two Bues that we hae tked D
hee - S5 it - thee 5 M way | an e @y b be
comfortable taking about the perfformance of another fadiy,

nor do | tik tat inomaion s uwedl N te onex o
TRI.

TR B Wl a S gedc pimaly. [
community rnght to know and the communty - please argue with
me of lne - & genedy, in my opnon, the communty

aoud te fdly.

|  am catany concemed what  happens in Louisiang,
especially when | send nmy wese down tere, bt | an a ot
more  concemed what  happens in Delaware, because | Ive there
ad my kds breahe te ar tee



| do nt wat to ocetfy te pefomance of the
Wimington, Delanare pubic treatment fadity o any pubic
treatment fadly thet ny faciies sed weste .

Lkewse, | dont wat to cefiy te  hazadous
waste  industy. | dont een wat t dsauss & N a sepaae
atechment  which s  opiond,  whch s not  cetied  which
most peope woud not be requed o fle

I mean, Sus, thee s nNO way youu can make me happy

wh ts

On te second issue of shoud POTWs repot - | am
tng © sy B nt can yu nat bud a bidge | wl bow
it p F oy w

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: That s anoher way t skn a cat

MR ECK On te second issue of shoud POTWs re
pat | an mt & hdt fr t & | wes b e | trk
thee ae  Sgnficant  technicd kssu.es ©  be  soved,  whch  Bob
has bougt uw a lengh

Honever, | s a b o te POTW wese mow - ad
the Cean Water At may change that - s essentaly hidden
n te lager wase  steam.

So, te t®dncd ojedion 5 O My way o ik
ng the mason for tyig O repot t 5 wy had for me
b g bak o the falies whch ae dschagng t any
federaly owned teament woks  and idenfy what they  ae
dschagingg so tat | can fgwe ot wha | can do for polr
tion prevention, because nght now  there 5 o information
coming n.

Rgt nw we ae dsl muming our own  treament
woks, so we woud not be repotng as  separate  treatment
works.

On te oher hand, we ae pretty much repoting what
we do on se adeady as federal fadiles © te bet o my
knowledge.

I woud Ik t be ade somehow to capure that i+

fomation. | dont know how. | raize that a ot o what

goes o a pubic teament woks s, N fad, fom  house
hods ad wvay, vy srma bushesss I 4 woid ke ©
fird some way 1 capure that information. I just dont have

an easy  answer.
I woud mt ke D s ts ocommiee n & \ay

imted soope, ke a sand aganst POTW  repotng, even i we
dot ®e a dad for &

| tik te iksue nreeds futher sudy ad i shoud
not be dsmssed out of hand

MR,  CHAMBERLAN: | sl agee wih te kgd s
sues assodaed wih  the  oefficion o you  read  te ot

fcaion, &t has some degess o fediy ta | mgt  be
abe t wok wihn Aginn | an mt an atomey, so | wl
dil hae ©© wm ta oe © moe legd gudance
f the EPA wee t© povide fbes a Sus  poposed,
where you dd te EPA vaidaed lookup tables  for  treatment

by EPA, whch woud gve me some comfort Agan - | forget



Yu ol gt a gred bt o nomaion but |
thnk moe spedficaly you ae gong t gt the best infoma

MS. FASSINGER: | woud Ilke t addess the POTW.
Maype a compomise woud be that ater the legd analyss, ff
we dd uiize te tbes ad dong wih ta POWs dd re
pot for te infomaion ta tey hawe gated ad | dont
see a hig difference between POTWs and waste management fa-
diiies, waste management fadiies dont know everything
that s ocomhg n ethe, bt you ae Sl goig O be re

Pehaps f POTWs ae bougt in with some  conditions
o eempgions o caeas tat tey oy repot what s going
ot tat tey ae amyag o, for  weer Qqualty puposss,

t woud appear to me tat te pubic woud sl gt much
beter informaion tan what we hawe  now.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: We took the postion duing EPAS
evaluaion of egandng te number of sectos tat woud be
bogtt Mo TR, ta EPA wes begmng ®© dwvet  atenon
avay fom te generatos of te toxic to te managers of the
toxic.

That wes gong © hae impicaions for te enie
system, where the focus woud be and what some of the report
ing mechanisms were gong to be in oder to get that informa
im ot D te pbc

I am not agung aganst the kinds of aguments Paul
was rashg ad ohes r@isng abot te pubic waing this
information.

| woud casion the foks on the geneatr sde of
ts issue, tat once you dat epandng te soope of ts o
bring in particularly POTWs which are operated by municipal-
tes by ad lkoe o muidd adhoiles ten |tk  wha
you are amost inevigbly asking for 5 suppler natfication
for  your waste streams.

They wil not ber te buden o rmpoing | can
guarantee  you tat EPA  and Congess wil not tansfer the  bur
den of reporting to municipal govemmens.

| see Sus shaking her head and | woudnt be su-
pised ff Maia & shekng her head 1o You ae luky wih
the hazardous waste management faciliies, because we dont
have te poiicad dot o foce te ssem bak w e ad
make you repot and make you profle your waste steams t us
and idenfy what TRI consivents you ae  repoing O us
They do ad & wl happen

MR.  STEIDEL: Under the genera  procurement  regula-
tons, i you were to requre POTW repotingg POTWs  woud sm-
py amend te odnance and evary industy woud repot every
TRI a a frequency of samping that woud probably be ey
burdensome.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: The annual anayiic costs woud be
n te blions o dias We esimaed ta st for  hazx
ardous waste managemen; just the analytic costs for profiing
your waste streams.

MR. STEIDEL: TRI doesnt require monitonng.

MR, SKERNOLS: f he s requed © mpat i he



wil  make  them

MR STEDE: | trk t & resouces ta  dont
need © be soent | thik tee & a bair way o getig
the information out  without spending those kinds of IESOUICES.

Tt B wy | tik we sem © hae - we ae @iyg
o ty to resae somehing hee in a mnue, but |tk we
have somethng tat s maype a lile moe wokabe than we
hae eer had n te past

MR, ECK In ansnver t Eds comment, brefly, just
one pat of it awway, | thnk that the EPCRA combhes hath
communty ngt t© know, the TRl spedfcaly, ad aso  those
ber povisons o te poion peetdon ad O tak ad
encourage source reduction waste management.

Uder the communty rnght to koow, | tink thee s
ewery reason to oonsder POTWs, a leastt as beng a maor
souce of vaious txic chemical reeases B vaious meda and

management. There are  probably some issues  there
I thk yu ae eady gty n ta sypder o
ficsion s gog ®© be te bg podem | tik te idea

tat te POTW wl, issf wihot negoiion wh te it
dusties, which ae as impotant a pat of the ocommunty as
the  POTW, impose  draconian  and  expensive  reporting es is
protebly kel
I tik t B eady ta sy ndican
thet i te beneit o ocosdeing indudg POTWs n te TRI
| wat t undeine te wod oonsdeing, because |
do not feel we hae enough infomation in tis commitee O
make a stong  recommendaon for  that

I woud recommend oonsdeing it futher I woud
not recommend gong ahead and dong it a this pont

MR. BROMLEY: | guess two points. I woud agee
wh & | tik tet a poiicd mdly 5 tat oss ad

the  suppler nofficaion woud  be shfed o b indsty.
| dot tik indsty hes te pdicd dot © sop e

f POTWs ga& n
Fom kbgd sandpot a © te ocafficaion s
e, | otk & pt © te swaion tat tee wee
PA saying that you may presume or

E

o be ued f yu ae sendng it o a
patcdar  sie ad a paicar  treaimen, uess  you

have acuad koMedge t© the ocoway, oher than what s in
thee now saying t te best of your knomedge, which s such

a vague sSandad that, fom a legd Sandpont it s woth
bss, t puls a buden won a pasn F yu sy b te bet o
your knowledge.

Peope ke dizens goups who sue peope on TR
come in and say, wel, you shoud have known. You shoud have

had  construcive  knowledge. That just goes way beyond any-
tng | wad be wig D oy

f thee was language tat sas f you had acud
knowledge - not constructive knowledge, actual knowledge -
to te oonrary, that you can assume that these tables  ae
vaid for numbes tat you hae put down, | woud be wiing

to advse my dems and my executives, that woud be okay o

sign ther name to the document and use those  values.
MR.  STEIDEL: Coud you say that one more tme?
MR.  BROMLEY: Satements by EPA in  the regulations



that te fler can assume tat the tbes o numbes o what
ever presumpions tey ae usng ae vald, uiess you hawe
actudl knonedge o] the contrary.

MS. DOA You do tat nght now, te way you repot
n sdon 8 Ben f ywu kov tad wat you sad © a POIW
5 pass trough, you repot al as teaed and not as released
n 81 Peope sgn ter name ad  cetiy.

MR.  BROMLEY: They do and | dont thnk they are

oeting good, Tl legd ayss ehern I woud  recommend,
based on what you ae saing tere, tat they woud fl out -
- what s te ocode you used MO o whaever - ewy tme

We dont know what happens ouside the bight lines of our
fdy,. — We do nat kow

Fom a lga dSandpont, it s not so much EPA doing
te enmocement that s gong o be o oconcem t s the
EPA, | tink on tat sweion woud tke a  reason

abe dace, b ta s not o say the oher dizens goups

MS. FERGUSON: What you ae redy saing s that
you  woud adMise relooking a tat  catiicaion ad perhaps
revording it to accommodate a system ke we ae kg over
all.

MR. BROMLEY: Yes.

MS. FERGUSON: Ad you woud dea with some of the
concems around the table.

MS. FASSINGER: Il woud Ilke 1t propose that we fur
ther invesigale aemave 4 o ademave 5 9 wih  a oconsd
eration, as Mie sad

f we waied © bk - | wodd ke © hear fom
the dizens goups about POTWs  reporting. | undesand  the
burden. | undesand the technical  issues. But we do hawe
e noficaion

We repot what goes to the POTW in our TRl repors.
SO, we ae dle © powde tat ifomaion gt of o TR
reports.

Agan, | tirk & woud ded wih how te e b
Witen on the suppler nofication requirements, would pro-
vde addional buden ether for us o for te wese teat
mert .

Again, fom the  communty  Standpoit, in looking  at
true polution prevenion, TRI reporters are only a percentage
o te todl soues o pouion © owr waer bodes

By having - agan, wihot too much addiional bur
dens - POTWs repot what is being released, or  possily
bringng tat daa in trough a daa combinaon woud be an
oher demave, bing N wha s deady repoed on oo
NPDES - and that was not an atematve that was on the sheet
- t woud povde  beter infomaion  on poental other
Soures of poluton in the community besides the industries
thet ae reporting.

| hae O s for our industyy, our dschages
POTWs o waer ae reaivey smal numbes a tis pont N
ime, because of te wok tha we hae done t pevent polu
tion.

MR STEDH: lt me it o d ty - | trk we
hae wo dfeent tougts here | gues | woid ke ®©



he, we ae kg abou poidng  beter fomaton, and |
have head teat povde it boh n fom R ad in te PDR

Now, dong it in te PDR shis te buden to EPA
Dong it a fom R keeps te buden on the repoter sde So,
| gues te fit quesion Is ae eher oe o te wo was
of repoting  infomation  unpalaiable? s oe - in oher
words -

MR ECK Ae yu akg for a we?

MR.  STEIDEL: No, | am just askhg for comment back
Woud you raher see ths infomaion in te fom R o b i
beter handed in te PDR?

MR ECK Wel te buden Wi be on EPA | pe
sume, t be heay invoed In makng u whatever tables of
eficences are developed, ad providing those, eiher
trough the fom R gudance o in te PDR

So, ta buden woud be on te EPA regadess, wih
the asssane o te industies and te pubic ineest
groups, the usual cabal.

What s a issue s who does te caodaions and
where s the infomaion of use To me te inomaion & of
most interest n te aggegae n the PDR

k serms dvos ta 0 fdiess dd cdobe
gficeces n te fom R EPA woud pobaby ™ tat u i
the e PDR and pubish the same ftabes, or we coud just hae EPA
o taet uw h te PDR n te it poe sy kg te
number  and applying the eficencies, by  chemica, by teat-
ment method, that way. | dont thnk tat & an impossbe
ednicd sk

| hae vt ©O hear - o pahgs | st - a god
reeson for what wuse tat infomaion woud be t  the loca
community around a facilty.

By way of  elboration, for polution prevertion pur-

poses, gven ta | hae generaed a wese, tat s reay the
taggt o my polion peenion, not tat | am  tansening
tht wese © a fady ta b5 moe o s diet, ad

not how | am managing that waste.

Il mean, | dont tik ta we wat t© foous our ef
fos on wese management in the most eficent way, rather, |

thnk we wat ®© focus on source  reduction. The ftaget tere
is waste generation, not te efficency of management.
So, for nomatonal  puposes, Itk a |lger

adyss by EPA in te PDR o some addion o te PDR - and
te PDR a tis pont coud be 15 dfferent documents over 20
yeas - B o moe uxe ten te fom R

MR. STEIDEL: let me jump in red quik Number
one; why? Because the informaton assumes 100 percent treat-
ment.

So, the ocommunty s beng tod that 100 percent of
what i beng tansered b  teard That & wong. That &
incomect Tht dala b not oomed So, tat s te why

Now, a to pouion peveton, what EJd  povdes
ad wha | poide & a e | dont go ot - he makes
for  customers. | dont maket for cusomers.

Peope tansfer te waste they want dschaged to me
ad what tey wait © gt h © tea We dont make that
much poluion they want to cut back themsehes;, how much  pok



The whoe idea o ths ks © poidke te inomation
as to what ocomes ino a weaste fteament unt and what is acu-

MR EXK Thee 5 a bt n tee © rspod B, ad

nt ty o repod © it a You hae nat covinoed
me tat tee b wel iNomaion n te fadiy  esimatig
te trestment eficency it

Thee & oty uwsed  imfomaion NN EPA est
mating treatment eficency overal. There [ certainy a
good reason t change the headng of 87, so that we dont
misead the pubic ino thinking thet evenything transfemred
of se 5 100 peroert eficenty treated.

Idoruaeeaganwt‘reommnyajwﬂdthef&
dy .

Agaln poluion preverion is  based on  wase  gen
eration, nt o much on freatment  eficency.

MR.  STEIDEL: Okay, we agee we dont agree

MR, CHAMBERLAIN. | guess | dsagee wth Mke in
tems of | thnk the communty wants to know what is g0|ng on

tee and what s te net rease t© the emnionment
| do tink we need to change the categoy under 87
D moe auady mwled ta & 5 beng  tasered  Of
ste for teatment and tat the pubic does have a  misconcep
ion tat it & 100 pevent teaed So, tat & not aocw

| tik ta yur besc qesionn B, B ey f
you ae gong o hande t h te PDR wsus on te fom |
thilk we hae © tke a s bak ad look a te legd issues
n tms o oaficaion ad, a te same tdme, see  wha
tbes can be povded fom te EPA i we wat © hae the

MR COMAL The pot | wated © mae b ta f
communiies are gong to be invoved in what goes on a fa
dities, thet having the information about  the teatment  ef
foecy o te of Se locaios B gog ®©  be impoiat

fyu kov te fdy & sndig nmaed Oof
se O teamet h a way ta s n  paidaly  efioen
you may want to be invoved in geting them to do something
differently.

f ¢t 5 med w h te miod kd nh te PDR
you are gong t miss that component

MR.  STEDDEL: That s the dfierence  between the
aggregate and the indvidual information.

MR HES | &8 wat © sy td | an st o ke
Michael. | cant sy tat | hae been oonmnced that

shoud be in te fom R gven a te dswusson and infoma
tion.

I woudit wat © see te indvdad informeation
st Bu f thee 5 a doe bdoe me | wod sy n te



PDR.

MR. ORUM: On te quesion of aggregate  information
vesuls loca, we cant pesume o kow Al te uses o s
data.

| tik day t B Mot F e & te TR
o hae boh, t hae it aggegatebe and  disaggegateble  down
o te lbcd fadies We need boh

Tom mentioned one very impotant, in te  promotion
of polution prevertion, for something that passes through 100
percent  unteated, tat woud be vey  hepl o know

I think information on the teament eficecy B
hejpiul. The bg paue for me agan, s wat s comng ou
o tose POMWs indudng fom a te oher souces | think
tet - ta s te by pdue

| doit tik tee & ay way ta te puiic daa
reease we can presume woud be abe to hande making this
information ~ well koo  wihot the information coming up  from
those ioved N te indisty wheher &t 5  te  geneaos
o te POTWs

I mean, | am jut nt suwe how you woud get thee
wihout the informaon base we have  now.

MS. FERGUSON: As | go bak to te requrements of
the law under the toxic chemical - the EPCRA items as wel as
te PPA - | dont see a dsincion beween on st and of

What | do see s that te unfom toxdc chemica
reease fom shal indude - ad uder C it sas, for each
waste  steam, the waste freatment or disposa  method  employed
an estimate o te  teament  efidendes.

MR,  REBSTEN: I woud ke © rmegser for  bah
of the tings that concems me about POTWs s that we de
a lot on diuion, and some dont do as much analysis as

Some hae wvay poor @ stafing

I tink tis wil bhep someore n te  communiy
evaluate the environmenial performances of the businesses in
there, whch  wi be good for responsble businesses.

ad
One
pend
others.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | have one comment In te fina
aalyss, ks @ bak © wha te bw reques
MR.  STEDHEL: | ik tat & whee we woud it W

nt ue tem s what | hae head You may ether make a

cdoce t© use tem. f you hae atud daa, you may use
them

The instudons hae n them vy dealy ta you
can use ranges of esimates. t s an ieave sep of mak
ing better infoomaton and t mees the law Comments?

MR.  FEES: Ay suggesions as b whee do we go from
here?
MR.  STEIDEL: Agan, | thnk we can probably met
for ad fve togther a fa as  sbdvdng  the  infomation
out, develop sandard tables for treatment efidences, usig
the ocodes we ameady hae axd poide the abiy for the



dia t be wued fom te PDR fom indvidud fadies and be
able o aggregate thet information.

t s by far a camgd, put together by a commitee
That s what we ae

FACILITATOR: Do yu wat t lae ta as te po
posad and ten have comments lke we dd ths moming about
peope who difer from that? The EPA peope, we hae got
about tree minues et for tis one doted besed on  ime
for te oher things So, woud tat be te most hepfu
you?

So, jut ke we dd ts momng, peope who hae a
probem wih that or something tat tey wat to hae  witen
as a dfference, what do you want to put?

MR, SKERNOLIS: | st wated O ak Bab i he
doesnt want to add to the poposa te noion that we evaln
ae the ibityrcertiication issues by generating - f
thet s ogong © sove te pobem

| acdudly havent head 1o much ese flom the gen
eatos beyond that a a levd o ooncen

I mean, | adeowedge tat & & a legimae issue
and needs to be rased and resolved.

FACILITATOR: So, ta s pat of te pobem?

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Yes, evduate and see if we hae a
manegesbe soution for te viehily oevfiicaion.

FACILITATOR: Is there amybody who wats O put any-
tng up here, ay pobems wih @ it?
MR BROMLEY: My | ad somehing © ? | gues |

prety much folov what was presented by Bob, but |  woud, on
the maco lwve, say tat te PDR, as a comment needs to be
ung ts dia on an aggege  leve, and  puing  t together
with what | hae seen as a dsatement saying that te numbers
on TRl hawe gone domn but the waste generated has gone up.
Ths gwves the infomaion tat s saing mabe te
wese geneted s gong uw, but & k5 aso geting destoyed
o whaever n oher paces, bt ts gwves you tat  inoma
fon ad tes tose  togeher
FACILITATOR: Okay, another  minute. Other  comments?
MS. FERGUSON: The oher ting | woud add to the
poposal s, b the edent tat we ae usng lookup tbes o
oher dems, s keep N fot of uw  buden  reducion.
Maybe tere s some way to do some elecronc things
to hook thngs together so that there s some automaic re
poring that ooours.
MR.  STEIDEL: What | wil ty © do bk encapsuae
ts on one page so tat eweyone can see it
FACILITATOR: We have one more comment, another 30
seconds.
MR.  LATIMER: | guess fow up t buden reducton,
maybe for POTWs, tis ocoud be a case whee the fom R just
it the gt ansner.

One, f industy repots ther esimates o  some
mechanism, it falsely represents the true picture, because you
have oher non - household, et cetera

Two, t ooud be vay, vay epensve for the POTWs

to repot in the foma fomat So, in tems of buden reduc
on, maybe the compromise woud be to look a what the dean
water ad s dong and see if some beter dsseminaion  of



tht inomaion on a fdy ke woud awswer a kb o te
concems in  the  communiy.

MR.  STEIDEL: That goes backk t© te consolidated
reporiing we taked about

MR. STONE | hae one quick thng we haent ds
cussed before. If you hae lookup tbes you ae gong o
have metas tat show zeo  teament  efidency. Peope are

gong t want to know where those metals ae  going.

MR.  STEDEL Nt n esmy ce Sore o te @&
dies do hae -

MR STONE | an tikg o te POWs k s oo
cenrated in te Sudge and ten goes for land treament  some-
where.

MR.  STEIDEL: Thet s a poeess issue, a  tednca
issue tat we haent taked about yet Thee wil be some
partitioning.

Then a Pad has ponted out before in the past how
do yu tak a te oupus o te POTW. When the sSudge s

taded, it & awher NPDES pogam ta s repoted  entely
dferet fom what te wese waer pat b

The nfomaion & tee bt & & beg scatered
ad sead oo, bt &t B ot adkdbe wd t 5 nmt
avaibe so tat it can be used and ta goes bak o the
oonsoideied  repoing kssue tat | ik B vay,  wvey  ger
mane to what we ae takng about

FACILITATOR: Do you want to take two more comments?
f we do, tey ae te lst ones, becasse ts goups trme is
up. Two more comments.

MR, REBSTEN: | trk he makes a good pont I
tnkk &t B psse © doaakeizze ta di

MS. FASSINGER: In geting to the oonsoidated re
pofing sue, | guess te quesion o addng addiond @ cab

cldios © poide ths  teament  efidency, ad  ten I
woud ak what te poeal oofils o, agan, tig D
provide the best informaion t the communty and not cause
confuson, f we repot usng tbes on te fom R and then we
gt Mo daa oonsoidaion and te NPDES daa s  boought  in,
| quesion whether that s gong t© cause more  confusion.
Pehaps te daa consoidaion is te answer to  po
vide the  better infomaion Ihe communty on what i going

MR STEDEL: | trk we ae lddig a an iede
step o provide better information. When consolidated report-
ng s hee, | tik thee & a whde sedon hee that needs
to  be removed

Then | tink the informaion becomes dear and there
wi hae t© be a reoonsdesion of te poess a tat  tme

MS. FASSINGER: Yess ad te oher bse b i
poluion prevenion and poluion N te  communiy. By ony

foousng on the fom R and te TRl repoters, we ae mssng a
very significant proportion on burden on the envionment thet,
f we bing in NPDES repotngg we may be ade t capue it
FACILITATOR: Oa, we wWl hae a unch beak un
100 odock Pease come  back
(Whereupon, at 1200 noon, the meetng was  recessed,
to recovene a 100 pm, ta same day)
AFTERNOON SESSION (122 pm)




FACILITATOR: Group two, come on up.

Ageda  lem ISSUE I

MR.  LATIMER: Ou goup was chaged wih looking at
the reopdg Bl pimaly epoig the da a D
whether  number of tmes receded, so iems lke tat wih do
ing vele

Essentialy, we have gt tree  dieret  things  we
taked about One, in tems of te adud daa eement, num
ber of tmes recpded o goyp et t wes a good idea It
woud provide some vaue in some  instances.

We wee comng u wth a ot of eampes that we
tought &t woud be wvay dick © e So, owd
we &t fd t B mpadcd, a kst gt now, a  kesst

However, we dd have some good ideas coming out of
that in tems of oher iems tat can be suggesed t© hep
answer some of te quesions tat tis daa  eement  hopefuly

One of the concems seemed to be f you recyde a
milion pounds of maeid, it seemed O owersimae the
amout of mateial you actualy have on your st a ay one
time.

t mokes it look ke majpe yu hae a mion
pounds in storage, o a last tat s yor amount that you
can id a te pat se

In acudity, you may not hae moe tan fve o tn
thousand  pounds. E s jut et t s reded 0 mes a
day, for insance.

Esseniy what we f&& woud hep awwer tose 6
caurenty in the fom R there s a madimum on st range code.

One idea ooud be © use ta t hep asner te
question, and espetiy ttat the  higher range levels, maybe

a
For eampe, | trk ocode 6 may be of by a fador
i 10 mion © 5 min Now, thet
a whoe o o nomaion N Ems o
the atid amout tee A ywu kow B ta t B a bg

We feel that by lookng a those ranges, maybe there
is some opportuniy there.

Avther one ooud be lookng a i tee s a way o
esimaing some type of capadly for the regde  system. That
was ancther idea tat we | explored.

For example, if you recyde 100000 pounds of mate
i 10 fnmes dung te yea, fr a gad wa o a mion,
maype you have a capadty of recyde system o somethng  like
that, and repot the 100000 in  tat  manner.

One of te oher ooncems in  our dscussions wes
that the rode number - and we kow it s of lmis in

tems of beng defred as a wase - but one of the concems
is tha when you lump 81 trough 87 on te oaument fom to
gether t© gvwe a tod wase managed number, it doesnt gwe a

whoe ot of cedt for movemet u te  hieachy.

So, in oher wods, your toal waste may be te same
fom year to year, ewen though you may be recydng a ot more
n ke yeas tan you wee N pevous  yeas

In those previous yeas you might have been  trealing



t o & mEeedyg t DO te a o eame

We fed tee s some oppotunty aso in
Jata reease amayss © see f tee s some way of measui
the movement up the  hierarchy.

n oher wods for a fady - Ut wig a
shge fadity eampe - one bg caea s ta tey hae a
faly Sdbde podud stream  flom  year 0 yearn

lets say you measure the percent of regding as  a
pecet o te tod weske Theoreicaly, f you moe uwp the
herarchy, you might be recdng fom year to year and that

percentage should be increased. So, that can be wused in con
uncion  wih  te toal weste number.

t migt hep egpan tat ewen tough mape a
fadys t©d wese numbar B inoeasig, a et tey ae
moving up the hierarchy.

Theoreticaly they ae  moving uyp te hierarchy, do-
ng a  beter job o pduion peveion tan tey wee n te

So te wodd ge oaed o fdiess o ©n
ts exampe, dong addiond recyde, wheeas n te  past

wih just the lumped up ogand todl number, t s had to ana
hze what the benefis were. t woud hep hing some ben
gis for moing w te heady. So, ks open t uw
MR.  REBSTEN: Woud you ol hae what | cd the
inflaion o te numbes tat  yu ae reogdng yu ae
going have higher numbers? Do we il that you are

MR LATIMER In rdaion t© what, te PDR anayss,
you mean?

MR. REBSTEIN: The number of times s a good idea
t scems o me ta te gop b rmwondng isef B ths
inflation. They ae jut gong to use te number of tfmes o
that you can sot that pobem out

MR,  ORUM: There s no iflaion of te number as we

discussed it Bty tme somethng goes aound for  regyding,
ey e yu out & f yu a mt reogdg &t bu S
producng it it woud have © be repoted somewhere ese  on

the  hemarchy, whether 0 teatmentt  dsposd, enegy — recovery
o somepace  ee

When we looked a ta, tee s no infaion per
se, because tat s mateia that woud hae gone  downstream

on  te  heady.

MR.  REBSTEN: let me se f | cn epan te in
faion. F | nreed a tousand pouds o demcd X - i |
have a thousand pounds of chemica X, and after | am done us
ng t | hae 10 pouds of waske

Now | sat eydg ¢t | an sy - | reode a

thousand pounds and | hae 10 pounds of wese So, | am usig
980 recyded insead of  bwing 980  recyded

The TRl woud not requre me, because | am not
tacing uwe ®© Jlog bwig a1 addiond 980 f | dot re
cycle.

| am not cdear why | woud ten ocout it agan, be
cae | am usg it agan | shoud just oout, it seems O
me, te wase that resuts fom te use, not necessaly  each
ime | we t as f ech ue hss © be oomed agh TR b



tracking weste.

MR, ORUM: That s pobaby whee we need t© ask EPA
O sep N ad e what tey hae sad befoe I wes
oy making te pont tat f you ae not oouing it as  recys
dng gong aound and aound and aound, but you ae i
podudng & now whee & k5 gong? s t gng D test
mert, disposal, energy recovery?

k 5 mt ieed n tet s h et t© wodd
go futher dowmn the hierachy somewhere, and would be re
poed k & Eodke

What we caefuly awided was te  subgroup  getiing
o what coud be repotable and what shoud not be repot
able.

MR, REBSTEN: I trk you ae absouey gt
Ths i a oquesion for EPA to decde What TRI s supposed o
cover is, you bing a chemcad on st and yu ae supposed

cacuate ff you break the treshod, and ten what happens
it.

f you ae reodng & on sie t sems b me ta
you adready bought it on st ad yu dont need to consder

t agan as a chemca fom whch you sat and anayze from
te begmng & F yu jut bouwgt t on se

t seems © me tat once you hae bought it on
sie, what you need O do s Bk ot the e o i te
waste. t doesnt seem 0 me to be maed, uless we ae
ocouning use, how many tmes you recyde it I tink it pe-
s D we

That seems to me to be an infiaion because you are
coutng te wase each tme, bt it i te same wese

The exampe s our maeial whch has the 1000
pounds that becomes the 980 pounds. That s what | refer to
& N

| trk tha  yu ae tadig ue ta s agpo

piate, because you ae uwing t aganh and you ae loodking a
USES. Bu we ae taddg fe, ad it does nt seem b me D
be acouae T 5 wy | od t nln

MS. DOA | am oonfused. Coad | ak a quesin
because | am oonfused by al of ts, and | apdogze for I+
terrupting.

BEvery tme you use it it becomes spent and you
cant use it agan uless you regde So, you hae gener
aed waste tat needs t be futher managed.

Been f &t s te same moeale, you ae generaing

waste, and i you ae ooutng the waste that has to be man
aged, you ae oouting it each tme it i generated
Il mean, ths s - ae yu lookng a it sepaaely?

I at H

MR REBSTEN: |l am nt cdlig t set F &t B
reusable and  recoverable. Spent s when you ae done using
it.

MS. FASSINGER: I thrk it s a maer o semanics

betveen te waste generated, which is the 1000 pounds, and
the waste managed, which is the 980 pounds.

The issue s wheher we shoud ony count the waske
generated  with our oher waste generated tat are  direct  re
leases, versus waste managed, which is a much more inflated
number.



So, ae ting t© daify betveen those two, and
aso te fa that ae not demonstang, te way it s
reported now, any beneit from the recyding aciviy.

You do hae resouce  oconsenation  there,  which TR,
te way the numbes ae repoted, s not addressing.

That s why we suggested better coveying the weste
management  hierarchy in the PDR.

MS. FERGUSON: Why do we hae to indude the wvoume
or  amount? | guess the satute wuses the term amount recyced
n waste - | dont find the tem waste managed as a require
met in te law That s someting that has been creaed I
do finrd te amount recyded.

MS. DOA | dot hae te PPA k s te queniy

we
we

MR. FEES Enteing the waste stream o released
prior to recyding something and treatment.
MR ECK Soud | read i?

MS. FERGUSON: Yes, tat woud be useful

MR.  ORUM: tems induded in the repot, the quan
ity of te chemca enering any waste steam - parentesis
- o ohewise relekased in  the envionment -  parenthesis -

pior O reodng  ftesment o dsposd, duing  the calendar
year for whch te repot is folowing pecetage  change  from
the  pevous  year

MR ECK | trk tat s what you ae geling a

wese,

MR EX Bak w bak wp bak uy hak w t B
nt nmy wn 0 | dt wet b pp h bk | wat O pmp o
you a some tme about thet Cn | rseve a cdance D ump
on

MS. DOA Do you want to finsh your thoughts, and

MR ECK  Oky, | am not ta famir wih te po

uion peeton at o dsossoss kadng w o K bu  the
gudance, | guess, that has been requesed fom you a on
exacly when somethng is enteing a waste stream, and  does
that redng ocosite - we, on s ad of st seems

Letrr‘eajdtotml;smd\/\/rlatPaLjsadisEPA
wiing t oonsder cangng te way on st reodng S -
ey  repoied? fon wy dsass i

MS. DOA Thee B a e makg ta s ocomhg Ww
5 deding wih a o sedon 8 Secion 8 because of
bk o definiors N sedon 8 tee wl  be  comments
requesed on d o ta

That indudes  recyding. So, sedon 8 81 twugh
87, © te podudon rmhed wese, o fic demcdks in
poducion  relaied  wese, ad tat  does indude regdng, D
aswer one ting tat you sad

On te ohe, oatany becasse reodng Wl be  w
oo ocommet, ta s 2 somehng we wl  cefany enteian

MR ECK As pat o tat mde making

MS. FERGUSON: | never got my queston on the table

MS. DOA I tik some o ts wl denigy be



Bu tee s a 2 ta sas te amout of te cem:
cd fom te fdy ta & mroyded B a sgpade  Eem

| doit see a requemet n te bw to add ore ad
wo uder the poluion peetion ad o wih e 4 ur

MS. DOA Maybe 1 can amswer that wih  histoy. One
of the tings, as you sad was what Pad read, because |
dont wat ®© msquoe tet t s bescay te w©od wese

That number s not on the fom separately. Because
of a poiicad compomise that was made, te equvaent of
that number s te sum of 81 though 87, and that s where

your recydng S
That & why te rmrodng - te mrodng tat s
tee now 5 pat of tet Al wese As | sad tee b
tat hoplly Wl ooor kBr ts yer ©
te sdon 8  suft
MS.  FERGUSON: Your intepretaion  of  the  law,  then,
te sotement tat says te quanity of te chemicd enter
ng any waste steam o ohewise rdeased t the  envionment
o

nay  addess

ae no reguaions on ta, what | am saing s tat when the
fom was dewloped, t addess the requrement in the  PPA

that | am gig t cd a tod podudion reaed wese  wih

ot quatng the whoe tng, instead of that number, the com
promise was made to have the components of that number col
lected.

t s mt my - ta s a dedson ta wes made
ad tis has nohng t© do ngt now wih nmy legd inepes
tion. | jut wat o gw eepbody st of a hsoy on
this.

Bu the B on roydg as | od Mded |
tirk wl ofaly be wll n the e nmadg ta wl  be
comng o, tyng ©  impement te  reguidions.

MR. SPRINKER: | guess in some ways, if | remember

few measures of how much in the way of TRl chemicas are actr
aly, | guess, n ftast o waewe trouwghout  the county.

Il am mt suwe f ta & reay taked aywhere
ge a a f | send 10000 pounds ot t oompay XYZ for
recding and | get 9000 of my eguvaent pounds back, you



site.

Thee may be dfeet types o rodng on s
You may be sendng t o a vay lage pat fom budng A a
Qquater mie over to budng B trwugh  ppng o whaewve,
probably through piping, o be reprocessed there.

You may have, in some ways, tWo separate  processes,
each of whch may hae ter own inherent hazads, their own
inherent  Storage. O yu mght look a ta as one patodar
source.

You may aso hae a thng whee you ae ade t© keep
ushg sovent and sovent and sohent over and over agan  and
jut addng in new because you ae not degradng the  stuff
sonicaniy wih e

MR,  ECK On a sepaate issue, the reason | raised
my hand in te fist pace and ten we got sde tacked, back
to recommendation number  two here.

Just a queston. You &k about pehaps  tghtening
the ranges for quaty on st and makng tat a pat o the
data.

| guess the oignal recommendaion t© have a rafo
of number of - or some account of number of times recycled
sems o be dficut 1 impement  for  coninuous recyding
processes the phamagceutical industry has used, for example,
that s beyonrd my  expetse

Dd yu osdr a rmio o ta quaty on  se
and tat on st reedng n some fashon, t©  somehow  indk
cae amount in  fanst versus  adual amount of  material  posing
an immediate treat of rdease to  the  communiy?

MR,  LATIMER: I trk that s what we wee tying D
g a

MR EXK kb tat what yu wee tyig O gt a ad
| & ddt  udesad t?

MR. LATIMER: The pont of te number of tmes re
oded bag mpadicd s tat &t Bk o guat when you Bk
about contnuous on St processes. There is no way to abso
ey say this patcliar moece went aoud 100 tmes o a
mion imes

So pat o te way we ted D gt & B wa b
the capacty of the Jprocess, then, and somehow  differentate
betveen te on st maeid ta you hae n inventoy, o
feed sok f yu wl, ad te on st maed ta you hae
cotaned in te process a ay one time We know that there
ae a ton o poddems wih ts

MR. ECK Were you considering using the actua mea
surement of on ste  inventory, maxmum  measurement of on  site
ineoy, o jut te rnge oodes as repoted on te TR
form.

MR LATMER | tik ta &
dve a wih fgtenng w te m@EKs a
1000 and 10000 or 10000 and 100000 That s a bg range
there and it doesnt realy accurately depct anything.

MR. ECK Okay, last question. What probems dd
you see with ushg an acua count of maxmum inventory on
hand dung the cdendar  year s tat dfick D tad?

MR. LATIMER: | tink it depends on how accurate you
want O be The range does essealy the same  thing. I
mean, f you ocome wtn 10 pecent on the range, then that

what we wee fhying
e b



gves you jut as good repoting and acual  number.

|  tink somebody ponted ot tat there were conf
dental business issues that  were brought up previousy  that
we dit ey @ o

MR, ECK We posed a quesion whether CBI was the
reeson for EPA gong ®© rages in te fist pae, o  whether
t was a buden o repoing ssue

The general consensus that | head in the  subgroup
wes, t waes a buden o repoing ssue Nore o w n te
public interest community had advocated real numbers other
than whatever s just needed O gwe you a beter sense the
whoe idea beng to just hae somethng compaative to that

number of tmes aound recyding tat woud gve you a way
ogvre a beter sense of what wes gog on a te fady.

MR ORUM: | wated b folov uw on wha Su§  had
rmised about te poluion pevenion adt | hae agued tat
we sy ot of what s repotebe and what s nop what is

nega, whet [ not

| st waed © pont ot tat N addion B
though, the amount of chemicad tat s beihng recided being
isted as a sepaate item, you aso have te amount of chemr
cad a te fdiy wih b teaed a a sgpaae iem

| dont know how you woud repot this number one,
te big temn, pior D recyding teatment  dsposd, wihout
induding a those numbers, recyding, treatment and ds-

posal. | dont kow how youu woud do it

MR COMAL | had a pont ta wet bak © Me
Spinke's eafer pot tat | tink might rae somehow 1O
the  phamaceuical industy, bt |  am nat  sue

For a smd sop ta hess s, a sovet o
where they ae regding suf oonsanty, in the  wost indus
tiad hyene, and the wost woker eqosue | hae ever  seen
s ih a pat whee tey do hae an ulimied supply, where it
can be recyded.

So, the number of tmes ta tey regde that
suf, te amout o suf ta s gong twough tat sohent
d doesnt regly reflect how eficent the compary 5

comng ouw of te pat ino te communiy.

The idea of capring that number doesnt seem to be
infiaion to  me t does seem to rdate for some  processes
and for some reodng processes on s, that relates o ef
fidecy ad nt nesssaly s b - & B nt nfaion

MR.  CHAMVBERLAIN: | an gig © gt bak t© wha
Sus ad Maia and Pal ae knd of dsoussing In  diect
aswer © a of ta, | tnk PPA sas t oout te amounts
entering o a wase  Sream.

t aso has tese sgpaaey ked items te e
oced, the teaed e ceea | tik te poben tat we
ae sugging wih and te issie we wee tying t addess is
created by EPAs compromise.

They hae sad day, we w Kk d tee sa&
rale items whch te PPA sas you shoud hae, but then
equated the addiion or te summation of those iems as the
amount entering the wase sream, which s not  corect



Those ae not synonymous. — What s entering  the

waste steam and what is behng recyded as a number - say it
al etes b regdng - your reodng number i gong D

be much lager than what necessally eers b the  weste
sream, because f it goes b  severd  loops, what  entes the

waste steam s gong to be te smal number and what s re
oyded 5 not necessarly refieced there,

That 5 wha we wee fyig © addess | tik b
that we have an inflaled number because of the number of times
t 5 gng aoud hn te loop

MR. BROMLEY: Can | read agan what te law says?

Sedion 6071 The quantty of the chemica eneing any
wase sream - parenthetical, o ohewise reased B @ the
envionmernt - prior to recycing, treatment or disposal.

MR. LATIMER: So, f youu hae an amount that enters
into a waste stream and goes through recyde -

MR.  ORUM: t defnres waste steam more o less as
pior D reodng  tesment o dsposd. I trk ta b

corect and we need to remember that we havwe got 100 superfund
sghs relaed o -
MR,  BROMLEY: | dont thik &t b dening t that

MR, ORUM: The idea s we hae © 100 supefund
sies réaed t  hazadous waese  regding, maybe  moe, in

You dont want tat acdMly to incease woker  ex
posue o oher  things To mg t B a pan readg t &
a chemca enteing ay wese sream pior b recyding

We gspent the st ieraion of ths commitee -

Joan was preset - we spend countless time and produced a big
repot on aeas where we agreed and  disagreed.
We never came to consensus on that very issue. What

| tink we shoud do s not ty to reopen what s repotabe

ad wha & not repoibe, bt ded wih tis  quesion o
once it s repotbe and it s gong aound and aound and
aound, that s a bg number

t s bgger ten mght be suggested. t suggests a

bigger hazad tan might acualy be present from te  acud
anout tat s on st a ay oe pot nh tme ad ty
resove tat ssue, whch waes te topc o sibgop

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: | thnk the acudd amount present
on sie a one tme s what s impotant | tink the number
o tmes t B mrohed B Mt impotat t doesit povde

vabe 1t te pocees
On te capacty issue, in tms o te amount of
chemcd tat & n the pooes | thrk we ougt © repot
that annualy under 312 for  each chemica, each TRl chemical
MR.  REBSTEIN: | just wated t© @k aout what
Ady waes fking about, and Pal has aso rased the quesion
of recyding operations being dangerous.

|  agee I tik ta reopdg B & ks peler
abe tan souce redudion  in addiion. However, | dont
thnk that counng te waste each tme it ocomes of - count

ng maeras each tme tey go trough te reqding  process
s te apopiae way D cgpue te sk

f you ae  wored about  evaporation, fugitve ems-
sons, you ned t be ocountng tha, and tat s counted



t doesnt seem t me tat the recydng of the ma
isef addesses te  rsk There &  dangerous  reoy-
ad tee b s rrEodg | trk ta pot B m
poat  on  boh  Sdes
So, | an oocemed tat te way we hae it now de

vaues  recyding excessvel. t een makes it ook wose
than not  recyding. Cotiung t© buy rw podudt, that s my
concern.

MR.  SMITH: I woud agee wth Andy on te recding

issue, because one of the tings we keep heaing ae RCRA ter
minalogy ke spert material, by product.

These types of things determine when a waste is
regusted under RCRA, ad tha s not what ts lkbw is about

The bg issue s generaion and  you hae te same
production raio and you keep generaing more  waste, whether
a M t B mweodd ts ndees ta yu  ae  nefi
cient.

Recyding doesnt impoe  the eficency of te pro-
0ess itsef, doesnt reduce worker exposure, doesnt change
podudion a al, doesnt change the tpe of maerials used

Recydingg a  ponted out by te Ofice of Technot
ogy Assessment in 1986 and many oter people, just sot of
reinforces  cument  producion  systems  and  the way  people pro-
duce products, and tat s not what we want

f ts tg dodes modg | ik ta B
good because te poicy o te naion s pewenion, s source
reduction.

We shoud push that as much as possble. Recycling
has resuted in | dont know how many hundeds of damage cases
aound te ocoutyy, een on S

The moe youu have to hande things, the wose & is
gong O oget So, | just agee wh Ay, ad we shoud for-
get about RCRA and RCRA teminology in tems of when  something
5 reguiated. That & not te issue The issue 5 wese gen
eration.

MS. FASSINGER: Here s anoher one for you,
Chate. | agee wih Anxdys pont Thet 5 a rmay good
exampe of where te lage number does have some  significance,
and thak you for hingng ta up

As fa as te 3120 tat s on tere, bu unfoltu
nately we have not been abe o mx 312 daa and 313 dam et

Maybe to address a pont that Mke brought up about
what is in the communty and something Paul brought up about
the superfund sites, a suggesion - maybe we need to put an-
oher opion u tee - s O mape do a mio o the amount
you send of for regdng over the amount you bing back as
recyced materials or as useful meateriaks.

f | am sendng 100000 pounds of for recding but
| am bingng 80000 pounds of that back te 20000 that es
capes woud addess Mike's issue o yor issue  wih  the
superfund  SiEs. Ten | sl am  hingng somehing  back

Just to agan addess the supefund  issue, you  cant
ceate  mass, you cant create  matter. That huge number, the
amout that s generated bascaly ke 1000  pounds, put it
trough the system 10 times, you ae not gong to end up wih
10,000 pounds.

f youu had the contaminaon, you woud hae 1,000



pounds as a  contamination. So, by wuing the bg numbers, it
indicates tat you ae  creating mater, whch you  aent

t s a fne rnumber o mdecdes ta ae tee
that, you know, we woud hae © ded wih So, just a coupe

o thoughts.

| guess | woud ask about maybe tis oher option,
and see f we had any input besides number three, for amount
on sie a& a oe@n pot N fme majbe lookng a ts
oher opion of amount sent of for recdng over the  amount
thet s bougtt bak o reused

MR, LATIMER: So, on st reodng  efidengy?

MS. FASSNGER: Right Wel, adudy a a fad
iy, it woud be te amout | send of st ower the amount of
regded maeid  ta | bring back

MR, LATIMER: Say that agan?

MS. FASSINGER: The amount | send of ste for recy-
dg oer te amout ta | big bak ke a mo So, f
I send 100000 pounds off st and
thett then | ocoud indcae that | have brought 80000  pounds
back, which addresses the fact that | am not bingng new ma
tidl Mo te ssem, tat it s comng fom  somewhere  ese
There s probably tat somewhere ese in the  repot
ng ssem and it s knd o the amoutt in process  actaly,
n ta tme peid
MR.  ORUM: Woud you add a daa element then, be

yod of st reguding? You woud hae anather lile  box
that says, and the amount that came back?
MS. FASSINGER: Rghtt a possby hn leu o te

Quantty on sie, o  possby even in addion, because | know
they mean different things.

MR ECK My tanks t Joan for bingng us bak b
the owahead, which was begming t© be ieevat | hae a
guesion  about number tree up  there

Some of the tems, what precisely is meant by mea
sure movement, and how would you measure movement on the hier-
achy, and what is meant by credi? What exacly ae you get
ihg a in te PDR awdyss tee?

MR. LATIMER: I can poide a vay aquk exampe of
what we mean by tat Just ook a a snge fadity and you
mght een be ade to do tis acoss an industy  you ae
regly daing

Ths aso assumes yu hae a faly sabe poduct
mx fom year to yea. Ths does hawe some caeas, but it
does ofer some poentadl ovwer long ranges of tme, O see how
a fdty o indssty s dong n tms o moving uwp the h
erarchy.

Year one, you vrecyde 100 pounds and that is 300
percent of your tod wese geneated O you ae  defning that
as n sedtion 8A137(?).

Treatment is 50 percent and emissons ae 20 per
cent. Year two, you ae abde D recyde an  addiional 100
pounds that ohewise woud have had an ar emisson, for i+
stance.

So, in year o your regdng insead of beng 30
percert, s now 40 pecent of yowr tod, and your  emissions
ae now 10 percent

Now, your toal waste ogenerated fom year one o



wo s te same In tems of tl waske souce reduc
ton, you haent done anything. Honvever, in tems of moving
w te heachy, it © oooepaly betr b rede ten D
have direct ar emisson.

That s what | mean by some type of anaysis where
you can show some type of movement up the hierarcchy; in  this
case, transfening 10 percert for emissions o recyde.

MR, BROMLEY: | guess | woud kind of eqand upon
thet. | agee wih Ady ad wha he s saig tat ths i
fomaion s usel, ad ohes hae sad @ so

| dont tik amnbody hee s deying tat ts i
fomation can be wused and what you ae saing s ta te re
cycing operations have attendant risks, just ke any manu-

Tt & fre The fp sde b wa we ae tyyg
O addess. Whee | agee wih Mded s tat & s devawr
gy the recydng

As he hess just poned uw hee & s not poning
ot the advantage, ewen though they havent done source  reduc-
tion. They have done an advantege by reodng

t s te ply o te mdion nt W& © hae
souce reducion, bt to go u te heacdy o poluion pre

vention.

t s muh beter © sa, aso, fom te fot end,

to a manufaciuing operaion that is  doing
100000 pounds a Il can do t wh ad uvgn sok o |
cah do & wih ey ad  hef vign

Whch &5  bete? Te hf vign hef reode |
woud  tinkk under te  pouion  pevenion heady, | woud
tnk 5 muh  beter

Tt owght © be meed N addion © & a0
refecing your concems o saing ta  thee ae  atendant
ks wih  rmeodng, bt thee ae a0 aendat  beneis
wih redg

That s what we ae tying t addess, and making
sure that comes out Rght now in the pesent fom it seems
O be devabed ad sayng ta d ts rmeodg  yes
ceaes ad  tese sypefund sStes ad A tese tings

That s the down sdee  Thee ae aso W sSdes ©
is and we want to somehow come up wih someting that shows
te uw Sk n addion

MS. FERGUSON: | am just tying t© undestand. | am
gong to daw a dagam. Tl me whee | am wong, because 1
me we
ou b

| am gong have
VEd.
half

ae addng u appes and oages, but | hae o daw it

You can fnd dferent pats o tese n  the saue
a dfierent  poins. You hae got a requement t  esghbish

What is in your waste sream on a oneime basis,
shoud add up to what you ae reqding what you are teat
ing, dsposngg and what & gog of b te emoment

Yor twa recde ad  your ol feed sk shoud
add up to what through time, is managed as your stock on
site.

t seems to me that, by ocouning the number of tmes



recding and tying to compae that t© the amout in  the
waste sream, tat s whee it  doesnt necessaly  hook  up.
MR,  ORUM: | dont thnk the amount of recyding
addls uw © teaed dgposal o of s s tat what you
meant?
MS. FERGUSON: No. You hae gt an amout h your
wase  stream. What is in your waese you ae ether gong to
treat, dispose, release o the envionment or recyce.
That amount in your waste steam vaue ta s in
ts datte, ta s M oe yu ae kg &bt h te
polution prevention ad  doesnt  necessally add w b te
range o toic demcd on s
MR, ORUM: Exactly.
MS. FERGUSON: That s a funcion of your raw mate
r ad yur ol recyded twugh ta  peiod o ime
MR.  ORUM: That s why we became interested. When

we dedded it was a e impradicdl to say te number of

tmes aound n a te dierent industies - tat s when

we became interested in  pehaps  us ng  doogh t wod
need more expoaion - tis idea of the toal amount on

ste, whether as a rnge o a rea number in some fexbe

esimate - a a coutter baance to the infomaton that you

gt on the appaent suggeson tat you created matter by haw
ng it go aoud so many tmes.
MS. FERGUSON: Ad | thnk where we ae geting ino
the ocdc daogee i I o pats we ae maching appes
and oranges in tems of voumes present We ae ting b

MR.  ORUM: Yes, those ae supposed t© be different
Keep in mnd ta ewy tme somehing goes of t recyde,
of o te kt tee f t was nmt gog © rode wh o
change n te pooess, it woud be gong of o te gt
SO n ta s tee s o nlbion

MS. FERGUSON: Yes, but aso in tems of your issue,
f yu ddit rode o yu ket the  podudon te
sane way, al you woud be dong is usng more raw materia or
the same material.
As long as te poess s te same te reatve
ks of what you ae deding wih, te chemcd s te chem-
cd ad b pest

Ef

MR FEES t woud be dieent  te rogdyg
operation was its own operation.
MS. FERGUSON: Yes, you may havwe point of exposure

assodated with that and you may not wih the oher; yes, tat
B e o

MR.  SKERNOLIS May | ak a queston? Woud we be
abe t© idetfy te raw maerias used under tis exampe
just from back calcuiaiing?

f that s a yu ae gong o gt why dont you
jut have a daa dement saing raw materals used, awided by
recyding. Then you ae ou o i We dont hae t© wory
about anything eke.

t scems © me tat B wa we ae d tig b ¢t
tob the same pont is how much materia aent we usng be
cause we are recyding.

MS. FERGUSON: One tme pus any pace ese that it
can g in te emvonmet s rray you toEd N te wese



stream.

t Bt neosssaly te  amout you reode  tolly

added o thet | tink you hae got t ook a your prooess
on a pass trough bass.
MR.  REBSTEIN: Just a quick exampe of the problem

that | see, and majpe | have just misundesiood the way ths
whoe thing works.

To me it seems that it woud make onste recyding
look wose than offste  recyding. You buy 1000 pounds and
you have got 900 recoverable and 100 waste.

So, yu regde the 900 tat s  recowerdde on st
and you have 800 pounds recoverable and 100 waste. Over here
yu o up te wese You hae 300 pouds Tt 5 te way
| tik i shoud be doe That 5 the spent maeni

This recoverae meterid, however, we are s
couning each tme it ocomes of So we hae 2400 pus the
300. We hae got 2700 pounds tat we seem to hawe generated
on s a wske

Now, f yu dd ts of se | yu by 100
pounds each tme, you woud have 100 pounds of waste spent on
ste to manage. You woud only hae 300 pounds on sie

Then you gt © say tat yu ae recdng 2700
t st doesit seem O be gt

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | dont folov the botom of your
chart.

MR.  REBSTEN: You ae sendng ts of st o,
vs t B a taser of s o o S  egdyg You

can say, | am a good ocompany because | am recyding this of
site.

MR.  SKERNOLIS Buu you ae repotng the ful 1,000
pouds tat B @ tansered of s for regdg

MR  ORUM Hov do yu gt wese f ywu sed t of
e for recydgy

MR. REBSTEIN: What you ae ponting out s that
you woud add tese o t© gt your tod wase figures. So,
you have 2700

MR, ORUM: You ae just ponng out tat of sie
ftanses ae a e ks ead nh hw tey ae repoted
That is tue, because ocompanies ae not supposed to be abe to
reay koow for oelan what  happens  of s

MR. REIBSTEIN: However, here you have had to buy
rav  materials tree tmes and here you hawe reused that same

MS. DOA That wes a hg Bse

MR. REBSTEIN: Ths s te spent waste you gener
aed  here Ths maeidl hee b eqivdet t© ts maed
hee, and we ae nat repotng &

MS. DOA A te tp, the 900, can yu dredy re
e t o do yu hae © g touwgh regdg? k t ta yu
cat ue t uil yu den t y?

MR. REBSTEN: Maybe. t may be one staion or
te oher ad the law sas what type of regdng you use We

MR, ORUM: What you ae saing s that the pece of
nfomaion tat s lost & nmt the pewsse ©ssue, but te
2400 s te nomaion ta g st



MS. FASSINGER: What | am geting to s whether the
0 a te tp ta s mMmaeid - ks sy tat s spent
sovet ad you need b ddl & ESs sy You nreed D
dean it u before you can reuse it You need b regde it
f t B wese f yu cat ue I ten t goes
ino the weste Cuianiy.
MR, ORUM: Buu if you can dedy ruse i i
doesnt oet reported.

MS. FASSINGER: Because you are not managing it as
wese, ks sy You cn st dedy ruse &t wihot re
ocoweing it Thet & what | was tying to gt what you meant

MR.  REBSTEN: You dont ocout it?

MS.  FASSINGER: f you can dedy ruse it wihout
maegng t a wese &t B Wt dedy reused

| guess | ddnt undestand. | wes asking what the

900  was.
MR. REBSTEIN: t scems © me yu hae te issue of
some sk because you ae dong some  processing.

MS. FASSINGER: | am being redly parochal | am
ust saing what s in a PPA you know, when they tak about
Quanity enteing waste before - ket me s | wat to  quote

it te quaity of te chemcd enteing awy wese sream o
athemise released into the envionmernt prior o recyding,
teatment or  dsposal That s te 90

MR SMITH: That s capured here The oquesion s,
do yu hae t keep capuing it each tme

MR.  REBSTEN: That s how we inepet
| an wodeig wet 5 te pot o tet fte
that s because we ae womed about the 1isks of recy
that rmeodng et good for swelund | agee
tet da, but | dot ik ts B te way D do

T gwes w ts nlaed nmber ta mway &

source reduction?
MR.  REIBSTEIN: No, because you know, you hae to

ook a each siuaton. My busness s souce redudion and |
g inh ad | ty to gt peope O do souce reducton

We hae gt a kb o pooe © do & bu you ko
tey cat aways do i When they calt do & a kbt o tem
do reqyding When tey do &t | wat D pa tem on te
back.
I wat t© make on st regding, because tere s

ste, f ter busness is to tke axd recover as much as  pos
sbe, tat maeid s beng recovered for you  somewhere,
m a te ogd @ Edy

In ta sense, thee & no diierence in the  numbers



MR. REIBSTEN: Correct.

MR, FASSNGER: I thrk ths & kd o a
on Rds poposa, and ten it wes suggesed | st fip
numbers on tis raio agan, t© maype addess the point  Rick
brought up about recding mateiadl agan and having a
dd apcaion o & N tyig B pit your amout  generaed
in tat ootet, so tat you can gt not ony the amount of
mateid o waese geneated een & B gong for  reoyding
vesuis kind of the benefs of dohg it N resouce conseve
tion.

So, f yu sent out 10000 pounds and that s the
inflated number, you might send out 1000 pounds 10 tmes, but
yu keep bingng it bak n so ten yu ae bigng n
8000 pounds, ten you woud have kind of a regding efi
cery meic o 8

You know, if you recyde 100 pecent you woud have
a hgh  number f your reqdng eficences ae vy  good,
you woud have a ot number.

So, you woud get to Mkes issue about what might
be escapng in  beween in tanspotaion and  whatever, and  the

superfund issue, whie S| conveying the bengiis. You
sl gt o Adys issue about how much you hae o dea wih
n te ssem Il wod ke O W pt ta p s oe o
tion.

MR, SMITH: | st wat t pont o one thng i
E a dsoke t B mt a pduon peedon heady. If
you read te Congressonal recod, it s a waste management

heady  wih prevenion a te top.

Also, EPA defines polution prevertion as source
reduction.

Secody, f yu do it te way Rk does it lods
lke you ae puing recdng on the same par as  souce  re-

dudon, for te plis se t bds ke &t B & &
good ad t B nt

MR.  REIBSTEIN: Ony because we dont have use in
fomaion and | am woking on that You can hep.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Joan, how would you address mate-

s tet ae st of s o meydg ke  chs  ad
the catayst metas ae recovered but ae  not acuadly  maybe
brought back t your plant bu ae ten sdd to someone ese

o tey g o a cenrA reuse  caegoy.

You woud not acdly be bigng & bak b te
process. So, it woud be zeo ower 1000

MS. FASSINGER: We hae a stuaion where it s not
toely N ageement t & not dosed loop. An eampe B
lkad fom a  batery pat and we send of - acudly, tis 8

pecet  eficency s pety dose b wat we ae  dong

We kow ta o te maeid we ae bwing which s
adudy rw  maeid, tat patcdar fady has o an 80 per
cent - we gt 8 pecent of the med we gt s flom  recyded
sources.

t mght not be the exad same moecde o be my

piclr medl bt 5 mdo kooped bt | s gt a

ead O ta

Then ta pus ts agan, a e bt moe i
perspective. Yess, | an sendng a ot of bu | am bigng a
bt bak n ad tee s a beet D ta



MR.  SPRINKER: |  understand the debate over  source
redudion vesuis reodng | o guess b A oomes bak B, B
thee a benefi t©© knowing what s regoed? s tee a ben
et o kowng wha s saed?

| tnk tee s een fom te dandpont o then
looking a, okay, ocompay X has recyded ad tis suf ad s
using, instead of new materials, recyded materials.

Now are there ways that can be done even better
whch does gt ®© the souce  reduction

As far as - tere ae realy a ooupe of examples
here. Oe 5 both dda odedon add oe s a PDR Mabe we
need to ook a those somewhat separately, because | thnk we

seem to be admost mixing apples and oranges here

| hate ta t@m sn, but te spn you put on
thngs trough the PDR can gt a these issues of  regyding,
source  redudion and so  on

Yu hae got © hae te ddla D o t ad | &
feel lke sometmes we ae mxng te tw and pehaps  shoud
be lookng a te daa eements we need, and then how we ds
cuss those data elements.

MR. ECK To John's - essentaly what you seem to
have s a regding eficency measure  which  woud probably
aways be aout 7 to 9 assumng it woud apply.

| tok on a kbt o ny fdees t wodd be a
sretch o appy | guess my oly ocomment woud be it s

quie  dfferet fom te oignll EPA  poposa, whch  wes  a
count of recyding separate batches.

t s qie deet fom te ke commiee po
posa, whch & some raio o regding o pooess cgpadly 1O
anmout on hand, to refedtt, you know, pehaps sk fom  acta
quantiies, bu i incorporate some measure o te wese
that is acualy managed.

I am not sue tat the raio that you proposed would
be a  patcdaly usel measue for the probem  we  discussed.

t vay wel might be a usel measue in the same
way tat the fom cmenty asks for wese teament  efiden
0eS. Thee B m dgmnar reqes, |tk o regdyg
efficiencies.

| dont undesand pehaps thee s a way ta it
woud ansmer the quesion and the pobem  of  essenaly  the
total waste management quantties that our fadiiies -
rerly repat

t may indude milions and milons o pounds of on
ste recydng, however it s done, wheeas the adud  amount
on hand may be much smaler.

f we ae g © acuaey daadeize the
gt t© know infomation, whie tee s a nght t© kow oom
ponent to both te amount on hand, and the amount managed, |

thk - and | have head aguments compelingy for both -
t 5 h or hneet © ooy © te phbc te dieece
when tee & a sgiicat  difierence. I am nat sue ths
ratio aonveys thet
MS. FASSINGER: No, | trnk ths iksue has a dffer-

ent intent We woud sl have te amout on hand, and then
f we needed O namow te ranges, we ooud do that too.

We coud make the ememgency response  type  issues,
and oonvey that  information. What am | deding wth a a cer



Because ths & such an  iflaed number, te  inent
bty o pt ths h oot wh some o te

@n pot n tre hee
this

o wes

bernefts and aso ocovey some of the benefis of sendng the

amout  of [

Been f we dont dsagee o agee ta reodng B
cdoser to source reducion or waste management, | think we can
al agee tat it i somewhere N the mdde ad it &  beter

Wih  rgad © souce redudion, i  you ae  reoy
ding, for  insance, we use aluminum, recyced aluminum. It
has 30 percent of the energy requirements as ushg raw  mate-
rial.

To me tat s a fom of souce reducion, because
they ae nmt ceaing the wase in te enegy podudion,  but
that doesnt show up hee

So, ts i gohg © oconey some o ta  beneft,
t doesnt gt al te way. Aty moe quesions on  this?

MR, ORUM: Speciically on tis, | mean, on st you
can repat  te  eficency. You can eped it t© repot the
eficency o recydng

Of sie, EPA went twugh, i the poposed e a
guestion, should companies be responsibie for reporting the
eley of S <

The oconduson that it came to - | dont know ff
ts was in te poposed nle o jut in dswsson - was o
because thet B a diferert fedily.

I mean, nt tat, tough, bascay what s -

MS.  FASSINGER: We taked about tat tis moming.

MR ORUM: t s raed O wha we sad ts mon
ing it tat bescady, tough, te podem hee F tee
s a pobem, ta yu hae an inheenty signy  unequd
repotng  regime  between on st and  of s

MS. FASSNGER t s a It bt dieent becase
it mght not necessaly be nmy moecde that s ocomng back

Apn, n te cae o te baley pens tey big
n a lot o postconsumer maeiad  fom ther supplers.

The  batery, afer tey ae twough wih te o,
goes back trough a reging  process. The lad s then sent
as feed stock which acualy oourters recyding.

They know that a cetan amount of what they are
bigng N bk fom ts infestudue So, tee & a ben
et tee tat you ae ndt mnng te lead

You ae not mnng te maeid o you ae not
bringing new  materia o the sysem.

You kow, een a indred indcatos o usage,

ts number s hghly iflled t may indeae tat we ae
ushg moe tan we ready ae
By fodng tis bak it demonsraes tat we ae

not bigng a ot o new suf o te sesEmM  agan,  tat
tee s a fne box aoud how much s thee

MR, ORUM: f 1 can just ak one moe quesion, what
is the dfference beween tat and what was suggested for the
pubic dala reeases tat be consdeed te fop o te wese
management hierarchy.



AMer d & does hae begis o mt mesg
drey to te emnvioment Yet, it has dsadvateges o the
lack of improved eficency in the production [rocess.

nt tat bascay what we sad n the pdc daa
rease, you kown, reoogize ke a st o sais te  hea-
chy.

MS.  FASSINGER: The dfference s tat tis woud
gt moe o a fdly gedic ke ad te pbc dia re
lase woud be kind of genea So, tis woud gve a spe
dic fadly thet S paricpaing n thee adMies pos

MR, ORUM Oe frd bt quesionn In te dsae
fad sheetss, f yu had te top 10 fdies ke yu do  now,
you ooud have a e st o sas for each o tese &
citess and change fom te pevouss year o @ somehing
FACILITATOR We ony hae anoher 10 minutes to
wak on tis whoe issue | am gog t tke oe moe ques
fon ad ten ty © hig t bak © Rk © se wa he
wats o do

surrogate.

The second pont s backk t© pubic  poly. Yes, te
polution prevertion ad  wes to promote source reduction, but
tele s a dear dSaement of pocy in pat B whee Congess
Oecares te naiond pdicy t© be o pevent t a te souce
wherever possble bu, whee nott t be recyded  wherever pos
sble, ad then disposed of properly wherever possbe.

Tet & d pat o ts same a inodudg i
So, | dont know that we can just say focus on  source  reduc
fon, becase tee B a G tee

MR, FEES: t & ut a pimacy ssue
MS. FERGUSON: What | read here s Congress  hereby
dedaes & © be te naod picy o te Uned Saes

that poluion shoud be peveted o reduced a the  source
whenever feasble.

Poluion that cannot be prevented shoud be e
cyded in an environmentally safe manner whenever feasble.
Poluion tat canat be peveed o recyded, shoud  be
treated in an environmentally safe manner wherever feasble
and dsposed of and oher reeases o the  emnvionment  should
be employed ony a a last resource, and shoud be conducted
in an environmentally safe manner.

To say tat eventhng shoud be source  reducion  or

bmped togeher, | tik igoes te teig ta | can  read
a ks n te fot o te at

How you repot it may lead foks t undetake an
actvty or not, and may have no efecc on what they can fea
sty do wih resped 1t souce  reducion

Mr.  FEES We hae a daa eemet o vign rav ma
tid tat s saved Add an edemet o vign raw  maed
saved by te fadt tat you do recyding. That ocoud be on



s as wd as o se Vioghn of s yu need D
the inomaion and tat ges © tat whoe issue of gong
beyond this boundary and getting someone else’s information.
MR.  NATAN: You hae to arange to hae that mate
el reumed

MS. FASSINGER: That sounds ke that s the same
factor. Maype we dont need to rename it
MR, NATAN: The fad b that may fadiles aready

repot te amout recyded on st jut as what you hae de
scribed.

We ae assumng - ths whoe discussion has  assumed
thet te amout mwroded on st s cdodaed NN a  cetan
way, whch s  bascay youu hae gt ts podudon  process
and you hae got tis reggding  process.

Bvenything tat ocomes out of tat  production process
E ede podd o t B g D rodg s o sy

The f@dx B tat may fdiess cokbe te
amount recyded on st by basng it on ther product how
much raw material tey woud need to make that product that
year, and ten subracing te amount of acuad raw  matera
they put ino the system. The diference s te amout re
oyced (o] se

So, you know, many peope ae adready dong that
That addresses the podem of te deinion in the ne any
wey, o te bk o denion

FACILITATOR: Oa, we wl gwe it bak o Rck for
a  moment.

MR, LATIMER: | guess | woud propose - | thnk
what | have head is the oignad recommendations prety  much
stand.

There were several ohes tat were noed, and |
ut wote a ooupe of tem down here, about reging  ef
cgency, look a ta, and raw maeid use avoded We head
tat a te ed

Aso, tese ohes ocoud aso appy in tems o po
el thgs ©O bk a

FACILITATOR: Does tat wok for peope?

MR ORUM: Ae you @gihg b ge ta b BEPA te
reporters, whomever, to do tis ovethead? Process  question.

MR. LATIMER: You mean in the summary?

MR.  ORUM: Yes.

MR.  LATIMER: | hope so.

FACILITATOR: T B tas | dot e
home. They keep whatever s here

MS. FERGUSON: Is there one that says, dont add

recydng o your tolal  amounts? Maybe | am d by mysef,
bu it jut seems ta f you capured te vaue regded, ad
then your oher caegoies, tat might be a vibe  opion,
too, when you add it up

MS.  FASSINGER: That was discussed and,  unfortu-
natey, we coud not come to consensus on  that
MS. FERGUSON:. | dont tink we ae in oconsensus on

any of these We ae capuing ideas and puting them up
there.
MR.  ORUM: Do we hawe consensus, though, that there
5 a oo pooy, ad & & souce redudon fdoned by a
waste  management  hierarchy? Is there not consensus on @ that?



MR  LATIMER: Sure.

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Wat a minute. Thee s a na
ford pocy on  polion pevenion, o whch tee B a
hierarchy.

MR ORUM: Bu tee s a onsesus tat thee s a
waste management hierarchy that you can think of ke a set of
stairs.

MR, ECK Consensus o not, | think it is emboded
in several published documents.

FACILITATOR: s te way it sands gt now that
ths s the recommendaion wih al tese comments tat sot
of ae beng swbmited with i? We ae sopng ths issue
here?

MR. FEES: The goup can tke n the commens that
they have head and ty to fesh out the recommendatons and
ten we wl see hw & fies ad ten pit & befoe te
group.

| ik t 5 ol gog © ot beslen W a kbt as
t sas

FACILITATOR: So, what ae you asking just so they
know what they are supposed to do.

MR,  FEES: To ke what yu hae ad wha yu head
ad ty t wok someting up.

MR ORUM Il woad sy t6 B i Why dot we
submit  this. Ae you saying that the goup foms agan and
goes back and does what?

MR FEES Yu can e tsg bt f ywu ak ay oe
indvidual to sa, wi, do yu agee wih tis  recommendation
o not | trk yu mght get tree fouths of the peope say
g wd f tt B wat &t & | dot agee wh ta

MR ORUM: Wat | woud ke 5 © sbmt ts ad
the dscusson we have had to EPA and have tem ocome back and
say, okay, hee s what moe we need ou of ths goup o
thanks, this is enough; we know what you agee and disagree
on.

I mean, we can hawe a lile gudance befoe we @o
back and wok ths issue ay moe | tink that woud be
good.

FACILITATOR: Do you want to take a 15minute break?
Okay, then we ae gong t ocome bak and fnsh up number one
for hadf an hor and g ®© number four Pease ocome bak ©n
15 minues, not a haf an hou

Bief recess]
FACILITATOR: Okay, what do you wat 1t dscuss now.
MR FEES | tought we wee gig © @ bak D

issue  one | thnk there was ooncem about sgnng of  on

group  one. Group one had some recommendatons on issue |

t  induded ths tm quaty of wese  managed.
Oe tng tat s N thee s on se rodng ad te idea
that f we cat gt ageement on what on st regding
means, tat tere s a pobem ter

That ako introduces the problem into totl ouantiy
and weste management |  beleve that the foks who voiced
that ooncem, ewen tough tee mgt be ohes tat hae
were Sus  and  Joan

| tik what | wat yu to do s sot o reator
be et Aso, f tee was somehing ta wes sad in  the



ones on recyding that sot of heped you to accept the recom
mendation of goup number one, then we can say that we hawe
come o substanal  ageement on  issue |

MS. FERGUSON: | sl tink ow moe recent dscus
son oly oofrmed my e o dscomiot  wih oA quaniy

of  waste managed.
A tis pont n tme | dont kow ta we ae add
ing appes to appes and oranges to  oranges. t seems that we
ae mxhg u or amouts and tb me it s not a ty refec
e vae a ts pot n tme uwil we rohe wa we ae
gong t do on te rode e
MR.  FEES: Does anyone €else understand that  concem?

| am not sue tat | agee wih Sus, but | undestand the
ke & de B ©dg i

Then do you mape reterate her opnon on  that

MS. FASSINGER: | woud Ilke t second that and rec
onmmend tat we do not - suggest that we do not recommend add
ng a new daa eement, 881 a tis tme utl we hae
defiions fom EPA ad uid we hae te new fadies i
and can futher assess te impagt of that

MR. FEES: That woud aso be the case for 882
Quartiies generaled as waese on st indudes te on  sie
recydng  amount Esseialy tat kid o pus ta iem  on
hold.

MR, ORUM: Jan, do yu mean te fnd - nh oher
wods, defnions;, do you mean the frd e on  the polu
ion prevention act woud happen a the same tme you woud do
this.

n oher wods you woudnt do tis befoe you dd
a frd ne on te podon peeton ad

MS. FASSINGER: Yes, actualy | woud recommend de-
fering tis utl atr te niee maybe a a net phase, unr
i we can se te e ad see te new industys addion
being added in and see how we woud aggregae al this daa
together.

MR ORUM: | woud st respediuly  dsagree. I
se ts as pat ad pacd o te fd nde ft ooud
a be woked trough a te same pocess, | woud  certanly
encourage thet

MR, ECK | woud agee wih Pau absoutel. I

thrk te impicaions o te frd e ae eady tee
tree itlems hee. So, | woud ke EPA to addess tem a a
once.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | agree. We need some darfica-
ton and defnfionrs befoe we can mowe fowad  wih it

FACILITATOR: Ae we soppng  dscusson  of  number
one there?

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: | tink we havwe a recommendation,
do we nat?

MR.  FEES: A recommendaion not t do anything.

MS. FERGUSON: Process check. Is the issue to ty
o woak wih EPA © dewop tings tat ae representaive o
just  wat and see what happens.

To me, tey wee al te same ssuie, and | ik we
shoud be at Ileast makng a recommendaon or gving them op
tons wth pos ad oons for tha mde makng because | tink
t 5 negd | dont tirk we shodd wat for te nke ad



then decdde what we @ think

| dont agee wih te goup oe poposad as it i
because | dont tik it faly addks v o rdeds what we
shoud be capuring  personaly. That s where | was ocoming
from.

Maybe there are dfferet ways to do it and majbe we
shoud fesh out oher atematves and gwe tem te pos ad
s of those alematives.

MS. FASSINGER: Do you hawe a suggested alemative?

MS. FERGUSON: Yes, mine woud be raher than total
quartty, bresk out reodng as s own  caegay and  then
recapiure the rest of the information.

| dont koow how you woud do tha, one two, tee
bu | tink tat woud make moe sense D me Al te infor
maion woud be tee t woud just be caegoized a e
o dbaiy.

MR SKERNOLS: Cn | ak - | & wat D make

sue where we ae with regad to your recommendation, because
what | head Paul and maybe ewen Maia suggesing is that they
dot trk that & a1 acuse nepedion o 2 te  Satle
and it Bnt something tat tis goup can - in  oher words,
| ddnt tik we wee addessing bssues o dautoy e
pegglon N ts  gop

| an mt saing | dsagee wih your proposal. I
just dont know whether EPA can  oonsider it

MS. DOA | ik te tod quniy o wese b te
quartty of the chemicad eneing any waste steam o oter
wise released in the envionment prior o recyding, treatment
o dgosa Itk t indoes reodyg

You may hae issues wth the recding and how that
5 quaied and | udesand that Gwen te issues ad
what recommendaions you would have about recyding and how it
s added Mo tere, | asked te cquesion o whether that pre
dudes yu fom twkng te Al wese ad sepaatng bt b
gereraed on st and  generaed of S

That & my quesion O you Cn ywu do taf ad <0
hae te 881, 882 and 883 is one issue, and then sepa
iy ded wh the mrodg e a pat o oA wese
gven tha rmrodng wl be in tee somewhee n te  Sat

MR.  REBSTEN: Can | ue a veud ad? This,
Maig, can be oouted ~ Ths s you bougt t and ths s your

DOA: | tink te oquesion - when you dea wih

the reodng, | tirkk nh a way tat B a sgpade quesion
f you say tee s a tod wase number tat has

be rmpotd - look a the queston that s a o

way.
tal waste number tat has t be reported that
be subdvided ino generaed on st and  generated  oOf
That & oe  quesion
The second cquesion | tink that are
about, Rk s what © do wh rmeodng ta
that total weste number.



I am just askng f you can bifucae that, and then
addess - o ff you tk ta s impossbe | see ts as
bifurcatable.

MR.  REBSTEN: | agee. I woud ke ®© conar
wih Sudls wp o] thet hilrcatable portion.

I think Susis recommendation sightly amended, 5]
that after you have adeady done what you have to do under the

dsatte, fom tet pont on, beak it out  sepaael. Thet
would be my recommendation.
The fit tme it oomes of te pooess ten | it

goes for  recyding, ocout tat sepaately and dont  doube
cout agan and  agan.

MS. FASSINGER: This just becomes, once you hae a
toel - we hae a tofa waste number, and lefs say we agree
o dsagee tat you can  subdvide it Okay, you do that
fine.

Then the queston becomes te toa waste  number.
That s whee your issue and | tink maybe Susls issue  gels
at.

Regding 5 pat o ts The quesion & how
shoud it be capured Am | ogetng o te ouwx hee?

MR REBSTEN: Yes.

MS. FASSINGER: Gong back t the dsaute, te Sat
e ads for eh o te fdowng te quany enteing
waste streams prior o] recyding, treatment, disposal, and the
amourt recycled.

t aopeas that we ae repatng looking a g
b ta ts iem oe uder te daue, bt we ae ot re
potng number o Tt & a case for repoing  recyding
separately, o te amount tat you bing back, maybe, as we
hed n ta  eguaton

MS. DOA So, you ae suggeston tat we ether just
have one Mot waste number and not hae it spedated the way
t s now beween qualy reased  quanly teated on Sig
of s oqualy mreydd on s o o s qeiy r©
oy on s o o ¢S

Justt have one number of total waste, and then have
the separate ouanity recyded.

MS. FERGUSON: | read it as repotng each one inde
vidually.

MS. DOA Rogt, | kow | wes W saig ta
gt now, because of whatever the compromise was before on
te fom te fist oe wes specaed b 81 twugh 87

| tik a the tme - | wat D pebee ts Ly
saying it i my speculaion - tey thought tat two was &
ready ocovered by te specaion of @ one
MS. FERGUSON: | see it as dferent daa eements.

| see number one as te amount gong on, but ten number o
is te amoutt which is recovered and brought back o the
system which we dont hae on te fom rght now, which is
what we were tying t add, and ten keep the specaion under

ae d whach I trk ©& oonssent wih SEs suggesion.
MR.  BROMLEY: | am toaly ooused now. | gues |
was gong backk - | aso head this moming ta there were

some red issues, some  defnional  issues as b what weske
is;, befoe we jump into making these recommendatons of 81,
82 83 whee it sas tod quatty of waeste managed, gen



eaed a  wese, e @ oeea

Does EPA hae a posion yet tat tey ae gong o
popose in the new mle making tat tey can gwve us, so that
we can put our heads together to gve the recommendation based

on wha your posion 5 a ths tme | trk ta & the
Crux.

MS. DOA | tik when we bk a tod wese t B
ol wese managed by the fadiy. | tik tat has been

or sance for a long ftme

MR.  BROMLEY: What s weske That ges bak © wha
Paul was saying.

MS. DOA Weeer & W be & Wl be weher i
5 geaed on se o of se | trk yu can uwe ta

MS. FERGUSON: That may be where | am haing diff
aly s tat | see ta yu ooud gt maeis fom of se
that you recyde that dont add up to what s in your wese
stream.

f | can recyde and use my process, | may produce
ess of the toxic chemical that aduady goes o my wese
stream.

That s whee | see thee B a besk whee your raw
materials dont necessaly add up to te amount in the waste
stream.

In item one, what happens when you fake in materias
fom of se o put N yur feed ok ad you hae less
comhg ot N your waste Sream pior to  dsposa,  treamment
and recycling from your process.

MS. DOA | trk yor Bsue hass © do wh reoy
cliing, and maybe I am misunderstanding.
MS.  FERGUSON t 5 mah | an haig a mrd pob

em thving O e up my apes ad see ta nmy apdes ad ny
oranges add together.

| tink you can gt moe ino reqyde than ae adu
ay in the waste steam fom the pocess, ad | dont  know
how t account for thet

MR. BROMLEY: let me gve you an example, again, the
FO06 example, dependng on how you defne what wase s

f it s weste rceved fom of st for wese man
agement  puposes, tat s  somehing dfferent than  for  feed
stock.

| dont know how you ae gong to defre it because
f t s juwt wese | hae FO06 ta uder RCRA s defned
as weste.

f I pit 100 pounds of ta on 883 as quaty
receved a wese fom of st tat woud be 100, but 881
toal quanty of wase managed woud be zero;, o woud it be
zero?

MS. DOA Rgt mw, i it s a RCRA hazadous
waste, you have to take a RCRA hazadous waste and repot it
fom 81 trough 87 That s right now.

MR BROMLEY: Bu f we ae nmt @&dg &t on for
waste management purposes, but as a product -

MS. DOA When EPA brought tis to the table, when
we dscussed tis last week the preseriaion was not b get
o deniors

Gven the fom, gven the way te fom s now, what
coud we do. Coud we bifucae tis - shodd we add a tol



waste number and shoud we @ biucate it

Il woud reay ke © keep te foos on ta, it
sead of geting o defnfions of how ae we g@ihg © ex
ady defne  recyding. How ae we gg ©» dee tod
waste.

Tt s ghg © be may pat o tHs e madg
ad te commiee before tis had looked a @ spedfic  issues,
ad Pal wes on ta on  defniions

MR. BROMLEY: That s why | was askng whether you
guys had a poston, so that we could address our recommenda-
ftons based on what we trk s gog © ocome ot in te
rules.

MS. DOA Buu te poposad s not o te pont where
| can rease it because it hasnt gone trough te whoe
agency.

MR. BROMLEY: That s the ansner to my queston, |
guess. That s what | was lookng for.

MR ECK Gwen | trk ta a Maia pons od,
te ognd idea wes © ty ®©  beter daedeize te  inpk
cations of bringing the hazardous  waste treatment industry in
where tey woud be managng a ot of hazadous waste they
wee not abe o reduce,  do  souce  reducion, for example,

I tink | woud recommend that te proposal in issue one, in

some fashion, has met with - recommend isnt the right wverb
here.
|  tink that te proposal probably amswers the ques

in as wd a t cn be asnered | ik tat as lbng as

you al a EPA udestand that you ooud screw ths up  bg

tme wihot dong te definions nght - and | am sue you

do - ten it s pobaby not necessay for tis  beleaguered
commited © wade o te defnion  ssue We wi d gt

our chance duing the e  making.

| dont hae a good fed, Dawd, for how you wat
take these four issues we have dscussed beyond the  repot  of
these two days meeting and prepare a recommendaton to EPA

On te one hand, | thnk the good discusson we had
on ts ad te oher two ssues wl be vy useud for EPA
foloning savera ines of thought, not reaching a CoNSENsLs,
bt eqgoing the oconcems that woud be needed to be ad
dessed in any nde makng o folowing fom  change.

On te oher hand i you tik tee s a need for
something more formal, or f EPA does, we woud have to go
badk, it souds ke, on a least ts iss.e ad majpe on te
recydng as we, ether of e o twough some  prooess
tomorrow.

MR. FEES: When we dSated today | was hopng that
we ooud come u wth a sduion on a gwven pobem tat we
had © ook a6 ta ooud be a gnhess o dferet idess
and dscusson tat EPA  had  onignaly  recommended, and  hod
that up as a recommendation.
pesent  aganst  or not  fifing n wih thet recommendation;
thet 5 kg te bet ademave ta we hae ta we
developed, and putng  tat  wih our recommendation  with soit
of disseniing issues undemeath thet, sot of qualfying thet

That was my hope, to tke each of these issues and
et t tha | dot kow F we @n



MR COVAI | & had a pot © made on ts HO6
issue. There s ths busness with David on how FO06 can be
reported in a separate EPA multi-statement.

We ae ogeting o te pont whee i you tak about
recydng soids, thet 5 a diferent animal then recydng
s aad. Badh o tose ae oy dieet  animas
than fhing © regde FO6  wese

f we tk abott reising the FO06 wese under RCRA
ad teefore it i gong O impad what s gong O hae ©
be repoted on te TR, thee ae a ot of peoge who e
around F006 recycing and weste  teament facites who @ warnt
to koow how much s gong ino those faclies and how much

s oomng ok You ready inhbt peopes  aooess.

MR.  BROMLEY: t depends on what ther  definions
ae. | mean, RCRA has the manfest of ewenthng that is
available.

f tey wee RCRA denions, we ocoud appy them.
f tey wee nonRCRA  defnions, we coud appy tem that
way.

The  recommendatons that were gwven ths  moming, |
woud agee with, dependng on how the defnons come @ out

As a caeat to kind of addess what David was say-

ingg tat tese ae te rcommendaions, and | agee  wih
dont come up consistent.
MR. SKERNOLIS: | want to make sue | understand

that, becausse | am nmot sue what te pot of dday s @ What
| hear Maia saing s tat the sSaus qo s the wost case

h doe wods 6t now § ts wet no efed
n Coeys eampe you woud hae © repot the  constiuert,
not the FOO06. You ae repotng a oconsftuent tat s con

@ed n  FOOG
You woud hae to repot that under 883 as the

quantty receved as wese fom  of  sie That & the dats
quo. Tet & te sdis quo |l an M saig ta B wa it
E gg © be
The betr case © ta tee & some  ibedlizaion

of the language of what oconsftues a wese sream  in that
exampe, tat you woud not hae to repot it as a wase of
sie. You woud hae O caolate t n your dhewse use
ol o detemine thresholds.

My oquesion 5 | gess © Coey, n yu spedc
case, ks te pont ta te accepbily o what ges i+
cduded in te cquaity in 882 depends on whether you are
recycling?

Ths regdng eemet s resoved i one way o

another? In oher wods, ae you saing, | oppose ths recom
mendation unless EPA changes how it addresses FO06 and | use
ts podud a feed sSokk s wat you ae  saig.

MS. FERGUSON: I am having some side bar conversa-
tons to become educated. | am saing i that feed stock
doesnt count in  your recyding, then indeed what you - the

resdues, te toic cemca ta you epose, teat sed o
the emvionment, o recyde backk up, shoud add up to what s
n te wese sream Then it makes sense D me © do 881
ts Vay.

If, indeed, you are recyding oher  mateias  fom



o feed o yor pooess tat ges oouted  against
recycdingg then to me they dont add up.
I may just be confused about how we are reporing,
g me just trow tat out
MR. SKERNOLIS: | am not agung te accuacy of it
I wes jut Mhing t© deemine what te opposiion wes, tat
the sSatus quo is unacceptable for  pumposes of this  recommen
[ I am not askng whether it soves the  probem.
MR,  BROMLEY: | amn not swe ta what yu sad wes

the Satus quo was ocoredt, because we have dredt reuse  of
te FO6 isf SO Bt a we o Bt mt oa wes?

MS. DOA Tt s nt on te w©be hee | tHk
Te deiion - ae yu d kg © s | tHk t B
answeting your question.

The definion o wese B nt on te ®&be As |
thnk John and Paull and a number of other peope deat wih
ts in a pevous NACEPT.

t 5 godg O come w nh te e maig tat &
I kow it ks gig to eicd a ot o comments,
wese aw te denion o  regdng

§

reguiaions that come ouwt, gven te way the
5 now, woud it make sense O add te tree daa e
ns tat group one  recommends, purely  mechanical, no  defini
Bes

MR. BROMLEY: Without doing any definiional changes

MS. DOA T 5 & gen te way t B row |
ik ta & -

MR. BROMLEY: The dsatus quo is that you dont have
any  definiions. So, f we chage somehingg we dont know
what we ae chagng it to, because you sl dont hae awy

MR. FEES: Rigt now peope ae repoting that on
se meydng a t b now So, whet B bete; keepng
competely the same as it s now, o addng these new elements
that gwe some indcaion o on se vess  of  Se

MS. DOA Rghtt tose ae te oy two  optos.

MR  BROMLEY: | s¢e a @t way bde a ho= As |
sad, | suppot these thngs, but it s dependent upon  what
the denions wl be a t© fady weher toe ae  goad
recommendations or not.

MR REBSTEN I W o a n a I | tk i
wl be an impovement, een f  the deinfions dont tum  out
the way eeyone wats - | sl think & wl be an mpoe
ment.

MR. FEES: Anyone  else?

MS. FASSINGER: |l am thig © gt bak © wha te
issue was that pompted the recommendations. t seemed that

the issue was to ty to segegae on st vesus what s com
g fon of de
Ben f we hd © indde modg hn 882 i



scems O gt a what s possby podudion  related versus
what is  waste management.

Again, looking a what te issue was and  looking
uder caeat two tyig O pit a Al b et muipe
hendng | ol doit udesand how tat Al woud  befer
represent muije handingg and how tat 881 eement ad-
desses the on st vesus of st issue, which agppeared 1O
be essntaly sue 1

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Can | respond to that? The opton
of not having te 881 woud be to break out quanity gener
aed a wase on s o receved fom of s for  regding,
for enexy recovery, for treatment, a separaely.

wel seved athough & woud be usel © hae it ta way

FACILITATOR: I am gong © ak ta we tke a wE
because we hae no moe tme for this issue Rigt now they
ae not gong to answer the quesion tat you ae  asking.

The qesin & B & btir © ke t te way i
s now o t add tese new daa eements. Ore peson sad
VES. No one ese amswered the question fyou tik yes
can you raise your hand?

Been hands raised afimnatively]

FACILITATOR: No?

[Four hends reised negaively]

[mWo hands raised a  not witing]

MR. FEES: How many peope ae not voting.

MS. FERGUSON: I woud ask why thee s nat a tid
oion O just lae 881 of ad add 882 and 883
FACILITATOR: Oky, the bt e ta we hae ©

ded wih s number four

Agenda  lem ISSUE WM.

MR.  NATAN: Gop for wes asked © ke a bk a
the maeid for cadodatng the podudion index by  usig  te
ET method and recommending whether EPA ought to incdude that

We had one conference cal tis week and  unfortu-
niey Rk ooddit be n i He had dfeent idees ta he
brought up subsequenty that | want to gwe hm tme to ad
dess a te ed So, we ae gog ®© go twouwh ts ad
ten | am gog © kE hm peset hs ida a wel

The goup more or less agreed that there ae many
diferent methods for Caouting te procucivly o achy
index.

EPA ought to indude guidance for more than one
method. The guidance needs to be epanded in many ways, the
it o wih B ®&g fds wy t s ta tey ae
caoking ts  tig n te i pae

Taking out some of these numbes doesnt tl us
anvthing about peformance and tere ae a vaiey of reasons
why toa waste management coud change. Producion is just
one of them

The gudance ougt t egpan te uses o tis index
and that - thee s an exampe in hee tha you can atach
cost savings © it ad assess the vaue of patcdar  chemk



| have trown in here something. When | went around
evaluating fadiies thet hed paricipated n New Jersey's
panning pogam, | found that oy 25 pecent of te fadk
before tey were requred tO do  so

Now, that might seem awuly low, and it stuck me
s aMly bw bu ta B te wh So, ts B celny

something to be stressed.

There also shouldnt be an enomous amount of effot
on the pat of fadliess and the gqudance needs t© hae moe
exampes o how © cdadte tis podudion  adMly | index S0
that it makes sense, ad aso how you shoudnt do it

Mving on fom tee te fad & ta i tee &
moe tan one method, tey ae appopiae  in dferet stua
tons, but you shoud aso hae t indcae which method you
e O cdadae ts podudon o adMy index  tat  ought
9] be induded

Thee ought t© be a K o oodes for te difeet
methods and you relate the raio and then you repot  what
t s tat yu used for it
The gudance needs t© be deaer, athough | know
t does sy tat & needs © be cadaed for each
chemical. We aso thnk the gudance needs to be beefed up in

thet regad.

k s kd o modos D epd ta te ady
ndex s gong o be the same for ey demcad on sie I
mean, | guess it & possbe but it genedy doesnt  happen

We dso beiee that EPA ougtt t  oconsider  woking
with  industy groups developing some  guidance and  wok  wih
oher sakehddes a wel, so tat tese adMies and  po
dudion indexes ae acaly wusel for a wde range o daa
users.

" f

The bt one, leer E goes bak t© gop ore
Ths produdion o adMy index ougt © gy oy o te
amount of waste managed on ste that was aso generated on
sie. Ohewise, it doesnt redy nmake ay sene

We then went ahead and looked at the New Jersey
method N more  detl There ae some bendiis o it It
wi provide uselul infomation n oened

F &t 5 ddke o te fdy it wdy po
vdes nmomation tat can be used O tak pogess. t s
one of te bases of New Jeseys panng e They use it
o track product

f the poduts reman the same fom year 0 year,
the method may be wused to cacuate the waste not generated
due to souce redudion, as  long as  podudion  level  doesnt
change very much. So, tat & a benefi

Ahough & mght be iy

oce tey hae  deined

thet
these products and processes and grouped tem in a way that
makes it mesodbe O cdoiste this ta & s easy B do

dick © do New

The daw backs of te New Jesey method in  spting
t o t d asumes ta thee B a bhexr rEdiodp



a te poess kA sead o te fdy ed

It doesnt necessarly work for soniicant eens
that have nohing t© do wih production. Ths s the more
ot ae t 5 vy diok fr fdies ta bhae
many processes or products.

Chemicals tat ae ohewise wused may be wused in
several  products or  processes, athough  tis  process may  be
more difficuit for chemicals that are athenwise used.

t may aso be dfict for baich pocessng  unr
ess tere s sucoessfl goupng of  baiched processing in

some meaningful way.
Then the oher comments that we had on this, going
b te gouwng New Jessy DEP has excdlent gquidance in s

poluon  prevention planning  document, on how to goup po
cesses  together  and  goupng  producs  together.

That woud defniey need © be induded N the
fom R instucions, i tis method were gong t© be empoyed

Something tat we dscussed is tat i a few prod
uts o processes accout for the vast maoity of a
fadiys ue of a patodar subsance, then  pehaps e New
Jersey method coud be employed by wusng some kind of cut of
e fo wd ue k DV peoet o yur oA ue

f yu hae 40 dfeet poduds tat use that
chemca and tree of them account for 90 percet of toal
use, then pehaps tat migt be suficent o use tose  tree

n a o tee mehods te fad s ta tee
sl needs © be some indcaion of why the number s not 10
as wel essealy why tey cdhange when they gt tis  badck
later.

The other thing you need to emphasize about New Jer

sy 5 ta tis mehod s not necessaly vaid for  compaing

one fdity ®© awher becasse it k5 podud o pocess
based, ad tat vaes fom dy © @ fdy

So, one of the other methods we discussed at  the
meetng was the use raio method that Rick put out, the ben
efits of  that, measuring chemical use eficency. Everybody
wats to  be more  eficentt so  presumably measwing  chemical
e dicecy B a god thng

For the most pat it & done wih infomaion that
5 akready there ad mary  fadiies already calouaie ol
use, athough

You dont need to f@y your produts and  processes
for ts n gened So, for muipe uses tat mgt be

There ae some dawbacks t it in that the produc
fon ke my mt e b the ue ke for a patada
chemical.

f you wee tying to gt a te impadt of produc
ton on, sa, wese generaion, te use r@io woud not  do
thet for you necessaly.

Something  that  Joan had mentoned, the  guidance
woud need B sess tat becawse tis s called use rEio
shoud agpy © ad ues o te demcs a te fdiy.



So, it shoud appy t chemicas tat ae manufac
tured, processed and othennise used, to awd confuson  with
the wod use t does not appy oy t cdemcas that are
athewise used.

Having  goten trough those, the  pont  remains  that
you sl dont know necessaly why - | am gong to hae o
use te deaded 881 o 882 - you dont know why that
Quantty — changes fom year o year

You may have - if you use the producion index and
the producion index went up and 882 aso went up, you could
assume that was due 1t inceasing  producion, but that  might
not acly be te cose

You ocoud increase  producion and that  number  could
have been the same, but you coud hawe done someting else.
So, ta quanty 882 ooud aduady @ W

lets say that you refomulated, so that - for  some
reason, but  production remaned the  same, for  example.

A oope o yeas ag wen | was ih my fomer g
| was asked by EPA © do a suwey o fadiies that hae
lorge  decreases in essentaly what was 881  beween 1991  ad
1994.

Fom tee, | came w wh a K o aout 10 rea
sons why tat woud  decrease.

What we dd s, we looked a those and added some
more and added some that were petinent to increases, and came
up wih a st of reasons why the quanity woud change from
yar ©D yea

Essentially, you would wat o probably repot  these
as codes raher tan a chedk of box The idea 5 that there
woud be more than one

The way fadies mw rmrpot te fit SC  oode
thet tey rmpot s ter pimay SIC  oode The fist oode
you woud put down is the one that s most responsbe for  the
change. Then afer that, they ocoud be in ay oder you
wanted them o

This does nat, obviously, convey complete informa-
o, bt f yu ae bddg a a patcdr fdy ad ywu
wanted to know what went on fom year to yea, tis woud at
last gve you the pace to sat when you made the phone
call.

SO we hae 14 o tem Te s ae o tem B
process o product changes tat resut n a change in the
amount of chemica use per unt product

Essentialy, thet 5 source reducion, but t ooud
aso be inceases if you refomulate, in some  ways, you i+
cease  your use o  unt  product

Number two woud be a substanal new  appication
for te chemica, and tat ocoud be an incease o decease

Number tree woud be changes in producion  level

Number  four, considering as  product what was  prevt
ously managed as weste f it s now podudtt ad you were
repoing € the pevous yea, ad you ae nat repotng

t goes te aher way Rk had ponted out that
thee woud have t© be some caeas as to tat it was beng
used in the same maner as comparable raw  material and, it
was used in a maner that oconsued or wes smiar b ds



posd, that woud not count as produdt, but tat s just  some

Number fve s change in  cacuaion method for any

o te ques wh n dage n aduy. Essenidy  we
ae geing a - ts ddit wnm okt © be a bg ded for
apyhing bt meesss | foud  wen | ©ked D fadies

but sometmes they change their esimaion methods for re
lases, and that woud toaly change the number  that they
had.

Number sx & a dage n denion o ady
dange n ady.

What ts mosy aped © wes fadies ta  had
lige  quanity for  onste  reodng  oe  yer  ad

thet tey hadnt done amnthing  difer-
ts waes inegd B o

3
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te amout of lad recyded, s say.  The

Ll me Wt gwe yu an eamnpe fyou ke ol
the foms that have a decrease, number sSX here was respon
she for 62 pecent of the decrease bewween 1991 and 1994

Number seven - ths was for Wima - ousourcng al
the repoted process, and  the oher atemaive  woud  be  pue
desng d o pat o te pooess fom  awoher  fadiy.

The caeat thee s tat & wes pevousy o now

achvies. The fad¢ s tat our goup wated to make some

knd of dsindon for tings tat might happen oy onee n

a cdendar yea, but wee gong t be repeated in  subsequent
years.

agan t realy hae any meanng, because it had dready been
repoted  once. Ths number 9 woud capue that

Number 10 would be operations that commenced or
ended ether duing te oament o te pevous yea. Essen



fon, a& ket N my md

Number 11, insdlasion o removal of an i process
recovery  system. Now, | induded ths because when | dd nmy
suney, there were fediies thet hed genunely insialed a
brand, spankihg new  inprocess  recovery  system. t  was genn
ine inHorocess recovery.

Ths & deingushng & fom tose tat  meey
redefined  ther  acivy. So, in teay, dependng on how EPA
wated to oonsder ths, f tey wated t oconsder ts  as
pat of number one, tat woud be ter choce to do that

Number 12, increase or decrease in te amount of
waste managed from moving up or down the envionmental manage-
ment hierarchy.

Ths got to be te recdng issuee and how you can
n meodg F &t wms oo ta you wodd be  resig
1000 pounds, but you recovered that 1000 pounds and you were
recdng over and over and ower agan, you ooud wvay wel be
— under some circumstances there coud be a change in  the
ol 881 o 882 Therefore, you woud wat t be ade
acoount for thet

Number 12, ety important, nomal variabiity in
Quanities. Thee & Wy oden a vaaon fom year © year
thet has nohng O do wth advy buit just some kind o
variation in measurement of the Quiartity.

Number 14 woud be other, wth a pease explain. We
want to ty t© keep number 14 t a minmum because TRl daia,
te daa base s not vey good a tackng myiad.

We were hopng at least that numbers one through 13
were gong to capue most of the reasons tat  the  quantty

So, tat wes a last te et o
So | wl open t for commets o quesios.
MS. FASSINGER: Were you recommending, when you had
dsosson  about the lmge fadiles had te opion D
te t©p thee?

t sounded ke you had a modficaion tat  might
wok for  tose fadiies k taa sot o a sbpat © te
recommendation?

MR.  NATAN: t was something we trew in there be
cause it was discussed. | dont know how EPA feds about
that.

g3 #3989 §=
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The fact is tat the New Jersey method is cumbersome
f yu hae gt a ot of poduds o processes.

MS. FASSINGER: Bu i you ae tking about having
a menu o opions o pk fom n tems o o et the
busness needs of te industy, tet might be hepf, as log
as tey ae oonssent in how they repot it ad you coud

MS. FERGUSON: | thnk te inent was to appy the
o 90 pecent ne for tese, O povde a  beter  indca
o te nmoe sgiicat adMies ad Nt g D
ey last molecuie.



MS. FASSINGER: I was ming to thnk of some o our
large petrochemical companies that have over 170 emission
points ad 50 diffierent pants.

The rmpoing buden s inoedbe thee f we had
anaher opion for tem ta s good a refedng te  produc
ton wvaues on a yeaoyear vaues, | want to make sure we
haee tose kinds of modes.

MR.  NATAN: The idea was that cureny the produc
fon achiy index 5 not necessarly wel calouied

MR. REBSTEIN: f | had been in te oconference
ca, | woud hae dessed te et of uit o produd
the idea that you shoud defire what it s tha yor chemicd
does, what s te wok tat it pefoms and design your pro-
dudon o o adMy index wh tat nh mnd a te
L N

That s how we do it n Massachusets. The fist
thng we hae you do s deire your unt o poduct What
the wok tat the chemica does and uniize it Fnd some way
o uwizng tt ad ta s how yu bud yur podudion
ratio.

MR.  NATAN: That is te idea behind te New Jersey
method a  wel

MR, REBSTEN: t b uw a way o epesig t

MR.  NATAN Yes. The ¢ s ta § te chemcd

wiks h a kb o deet was a te fdy t 5 d
a dfick sk Yu ae ol makig tem do tha

MR. REBSTEIN: | guess the idea ta goes aong
wih tat s ten te gudance oonains moe exampes of unis
of poduct and how 1t defne them. | thnk that EPAs guid
ance can be emched in  tet

MR.  SPRINKER: In tinkkng back © ts issue df
you kow, te 90 pecent issuee | am thnkng now, woud that

possbly ceale a pobem in gong flom year to year, where
you might see some signficant changes from year to year, mak
ing yearfoyear comparisons amost - | dont want to say
meaningless, but decreasing the meaning of year-to-year
changes. f so, how can we get aound that issue?

MR, NATAN: t depends on what you ae gong O use
s tig for. f yu ae adily gig © ty © nomakze
the daa wth t ad compae &t fom year o year, then it s
difficult.

The fad¢ s ta | yu sbsoridy dange your
mx of products fom year to year and you are addng new prod
uts and deeing odd ones, ten ts tng & gng © be
dfick t© compae flom year ©  year That s a faa o
life.

MR.  SPRINKER: So, | qQuess t ocomes down o,
thele a usefinesss, do we need t desgn somehing tat  wil
gve us something fom year O yea, o s ta redy an m
parart [SSTY

MR.  NATAN: The quesion iss do the exlanaions for
changes flom year t©o year hep in that regad.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | was acaly gong to propose
something  radical. When | read ths document lst nght and
then wes Isenng t your preseniaion today, | am  suk as

a poetial daa user, by the nonuily o te | quantiaive
agedt o ts ad te gea uily o te qulatve asped



We ae @lkdig aout  wsig  dieent  indioss,
faught wih podems n  tms o ter acouacy, faught wih
pobdems N s o  ther  gopicabily  for pafodar types
of  podudion  and @ senice operafons.

A te ed o the lne the number, it seems © me
s vy e e

What you ae reay inteested in, what | head you
sy in tms o te knds of things peope ask i dd yu do
beter, stay the same, o do wose  Then we wat o kow te
reasons why  that  happened.

| guess my quesion and proposal is, tere s a
gop tat wil say, yu kow ts s not an  immedaely
sovable  probem; we dont have the scdence and the  methodot
oy woked ot to that port

Maype what we ougt to be dong just for the tme
being s sajing beter, the same o wose, and usng your 14
resos, ad ktng t g a ta

Then peope can use the indees opions t© do ther
qualiative  evaluations. Buu tey ae not puing ot a num
ber thee on the fom ad we ae mt g O ok a ts

nunber to ty to make sense of it because it doesnt hae any
sense. t doesit ®© yu anthing

M. NATAN: fF yu sy wat e number 5 t B a
e index, ad yu sy t B a ue ndex axd it does mean

something.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: The 9 doesnt mean anything. What
you reay wat to kow s | dd  beter, becasse you dont
koow what 9 wvesus 8 means. You just know they dd beter.

MS. FASSINGER: The idea was to ty to roughly quan
iy tet That & Wy we waited o dow a vaey o oo
fons for te aciy, te nomnalzation index

A good exampe of that s we found through the CS,
some of ouwr CSI wok tat our toal quaniies generated ap-
peared to havwe doubled, but our producion had gone up four
times.

So, our o quantty generated per unt waes  adu
dy at nh H

Now, f | oly ceded te bx ad sad | had a
cdene n  podudon, | gt te quive bt | dont gt
ay indicaion a d o thet quelizive diference.

We undestand tat i you have a mulipe product

fadily o dgendng on  ouw  dferet  opeatons, we  cant
al do it the same, ad we cant necessaly even do it the
same  wihn  sedos.

We might be abe to for ocetan natow SIC  codes,

bt we togt t dd poide a e bder indaion o
the degee of change, as wel as why.
MR.  SKERNOLIS: | thnk | head fom the presenia

fon 5 a e st o adies wich ts nmumber hes a
cefan precson, ke you were kg abou, the uit  mea
surement.

There might be an opeaion Ilke  manuactuing — what
ever, where you can make tose kinds of  calculations.

A | ws giig & 5 gen te wlke vady o
souces, gven a te new smdler kinds of souces tat  EPA
has epanded ths repoting requirement to, it seems O me



that ths vaue, tis number that we ae puing in te s5

em te qedion o & b hoeesgy ks wsel for
comparative purposes.

t mgt be wvay vabe ®© yu for  informaional
puUrposes. Bu a a pudic saement of something, | dont
kow what it s tling me o us about what s gong on oher
then a peson saing | dd  beter

MS. FASSINGER: t s not a number tat ocoud be
aggregated across TRI.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Or compared between two  fadlies;
right?

MS. FASSINGER: t s meat t© povde beter infor-
maon a te fdy ke o possby whn a @ sedo
depending on, agan, we had recommended that we get input from
the vaious sedos on  whether tat woud be posshe o not

MR.  STEIDEL: One of our recommendatons was, if we
have to rank, rank usng nomaized producion  data. Ae we
saying tat we cant rank ten, usng ay knd of nomaized
producion data for the puposes of PDR?

MR.  NATAN: f tat podudion index o tat adiv
ty index s cdadated a number of dferet ways een a  te
sare fdy for dieent demcas & mAdes & owy  df
ak © nomaize ranking. | dont thrk we can do it tet
way.

MS. FASSINGER: A good example woud be othewise
use. Say we ae usng something in  production. We can nor-
meize tat by rnumber of uis gog o f &k B a spe
facility.

fyu hae muipe poduds, tat s Nt easy
do. You mght hae t hae andher facto, whch s wy we
ioduced  variouss  opions ad not ust ted B bk o

one.
f it s an ohewse ue yu mgt hae O ue a
difeent  adMy  index, ad instead o g a  produdion

ut  you  mont st sy, wel oy kow, | paned s
equpment twice in the vyea, o | ohewse used maye for
dean uwp o something, | used ths maeid fve tmes  duing

the year Then that fve woud be my advy index
| tink Rck has got a poposd o how much you  used
before wversus how much you ae wusng tis year. But it alows
tet fodlly tat we ned wie gig w a widke D
covey a  beter paure o what s gohg on  raher tan  just
mass numbers.
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | guess a genera comment is that
tis s a good summay o a the oonoepls, |0 think tat  were
peseted a te bt meding t B a0 eodet pee o

| tink te CMA can suppot the opfions presented
hee n &8s o te fedy ta &5 poied

Apn, | gquess n te frd awyss a  Jn
ponted ou, you hae 1t be red caefll about how you use the
data in terms of  aggregate Versus a fadity-oyHadity ba-
ss. That woud be the bg wech out

MR, ECK Jut n regponse o what EBEd sad, | guess,

ik | hae foud wh or fdies ta, wie te r©

s o tyig D cokbe some st o adMy idex o
production raio ae  skechy o somewhat  ludicrous, the pro-



BE
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5 pooeby woth keepng  some
sot of requement for a rio nh tee for the sake o te
eede f N fad we fd ta the mio s ndt tat much
ue  for  yeadoyear | compaisons o for fadiyodfadiy
comparisons.

F h &g te mubs o g O hpoheicay
indcate  how much waste producion or generaion has  been
awoided trough source reducion is sl not much moe tan  a
ed ogod eeoe | A trk t B wiah doig agan o
the sadke o the pooess for te leaming eqpeience ta |
have seen my peope go trough tying to do i and for the
better  undersandng tey have of ther wase generaing  pro-
cesses.

MR.  REBSTEIN: | want to emphasze that same point
and make another one f you are sedous about dong source
reducion, you have reay gt O develop a @ sophsicated  un
derstanding of te wok tat your chemica does and the e
t pofos N poducion

Good business  necessiates ~ understanding  the  produc-
fon yed mbed © ta demica So, | dont tik we ae
asking the ocompany to do amwyhng tat is not good business.

t s good for them anyway.

f tey dot ®©e t soody, t B a meainges
number axd a wese o tme axd it may be diick © do ©n
may cases, bt in may cases it s beneldcal

Honever, it aso does hae aggegatable use Tony
has demonstated tat Ken s not hee o tk about it but
tey hae by lookng a te popotonste  combuion o
each chemicad, and tey have looked a the poducion ratios
for each chemica, tey hawe been abe o aggegae the tol
producion  esimate for how  much  podudion oweal in the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts has increased, using this num-
ber.

k may be a vay st numbe. Thee may be a \ay
boe maAm o e, bt & 5 Sl beir ten haing noh
g a d

MR.  SKERNOLIS: What | am taking about is what do
you pit on the fom R tat te pubic sees ad has © iner
pret.

I am not taking about whether the company shoud do
it | agee wih eeyhng yu ut sad  Wha | am saig
5 yu ae puing ot a daa pont for te phbic D e
pret.

What | have head s you hae a seies of unsophis
ficaied toods tat ®© yu nmohng NN tms o te numbe,
for  pic  puposss

t mght be wvay vaudbe for you, as a compay, D
sy bt year | dd 9 ad ts yar | dd 8 Bu te puic
is lookhg a tese numbes in comtext and doesnt know  what
that  means.



You ae ging to go ou wih tem and say, guess

what, we dont know what these numbers - you know, we are
wsng fve dfferent  methods. | am womed about that end of
t nt te vave t te ocompay. | toEly ageed wih el
thing you sad about thet
MR.  REBSTEN: |  ddnt ocomment on that, because |
thought thet pat wes  undersiood. Wihout  tat, the  publc
has less of a ocoted wthn whch t© undesand wese figures
a reease fgures.
MR. STON Two  points. One, we used te New Jersey

: E:
as an eampe, bt f you go bak to page one ay
that you sy you can use t© do that index That is

For peope to use it in a meanngl manner, maye a
bt o te pbc cat bt a kbt o pbc Neest gous
can. I am jut tnking o o industy, the foundy inte-

est.

Next year, te pobem woud be ogaheing every SARA
313 that the foundry does, because we have got some new emis
son facdos for what s comng out of foundies that show
sgificanty  less tan when tey wee geneated N the ealy
1990s.

They ae gong t have some geat dops in the ac
el emssons, ad yet ter podudion index s gong ©  be

exady the same.
Wih that seies of boxes tat you chek of - |
thnk it was number eght - change in cacdation method,

ety shge one woud have tat box chedked of and you Wil
kow bescaly tat © te  reason

Somebody has come up with some new emission factors
for te demcs ta ae beng repoted Bu | tk it b

ey wottwhie,

MR.  NATAN: The same thing happened in the paper
industry. | tnk it was 1994 ta tee wee new emisson
factors for methand emissions.

MR.  SPRINKER: Acualy a ooupe points. | do agee

wth foks ta ts s wusefl and has vaying use  depending
won wo B adily lddg a

My unon tes ®© Jlook a te poducion index and
tuhfly, nht now &t & vy uder & © wa ta re
ay means for any chemica from company to company, whether
they are «cacuatng te same way o where they came up wih

tha, o what caused that change | tink te qudly ee
mens n it woud be vay useld
| guess when | sad eafer that & mgt be a
e had N caes O ty © tak - © fgue ot § tee
was meanng from te change year 0  year, | ddnt necessaiy

mean fom one year to the last

lets say you hae a 13 poducion index one year
ard a 9 the net, ta may not necessaly - you are going
O hae © look a ech o tose peiods o tme D see what
reely  heppered  ther.

Agan, | woud ke to emphasze ta wokes a the
pont eyecly may fid ts usel, © be dle Dtk
what te ocompany s acuidy dong in reducion

I tik oe caea on ts whoe tng & | guess
we ddnt reay look on te ocommitee a ocomng up wth a



real  economic indicator, as  Bob  mentoned.
| gues ta means tat we deviaed a e bt |
an m sue F we dd o mt fom ts ad ta dl may be
an issie a D how © deadl wth te rea economic indicators
Sedors.
MS. FERGUSON: Two quick points. | tink tat fex
rd mpoat ad &t 5 el ne D se The
ting s tat ouwr dsaf took a ook a te oonoegpt of
the dfferences fom year t yean That woud be vey,
ucd © hae nh tms o anayss
MR NATAN: Acaly, te sudy tet | dd |tk
gave us te Juy issue of Emvionmental Scence and @ Tech
ad it
this
raise

o

waes pubished n thee
MR. FEES: I woud ke ®© reteae what Sam sad
summary, and it is a wvey good look a te issue
a ot o good pons.
I woud fke t© see an epanson o the gudance on

of te podudion  index Thee ae  spedic
n hee tat ooud be ued t© beef up tha qud

g

MS. FASSINGER: BExpansion of the guidance on  what,
am  sony.

MR.  FEES: The guidance for deteminng the  produc-
fon  index That, | tnkk ooud be een a sepaae gudance
document that coud be ten sent wih te fom R, tat woud
be moe etnsve than what you need to ft b the fom R
instructions.

| a0 kd te dedd o m@s | wuid ke
b see ta induded I trk tey ae a wvay thoughtul
BE | trk t bhgs a woe kb o god qobve o
mation o the production index.

MS. FASSINGER: | just have a few edioid ocom
ments, just in cachng u wih jut flowing w on our
gop, kst cl, ad aso respodng t some o te issues
that were bought up hee

On number nne on the Iast page under the check box
aby be a sepaae iem  flom  repeat  repoting of quanttes,
previously  reported. So, we need o majpe break that into

two.

SHUETR LIS

I woud suggest tat we add an economic indicator as
wel as podudion in the use rato Under the  producion
index, maybe speak to that more genericaly and not  spedift
cadly hae New Jey n te ie

MR.  NATAN: We wee asked to comment on te New Jer
sey method, so we did.

MS. FASSINGER: We have tat under it in the dscus
son Thet & pety much & On iem 6 nmumber 36 a0 |
thnk te recommendaon s jut to hae a box for change in
defin o adiy.

The nrst of tat whoe paegeph s knd of desoip
tve badgound, but not reaied © the  guidance. So, | woud

st suggest sking e et of  tat  paageph

MR.  NATAN: Some of tis was added just for those
who wee readng

MR. FASSINGER: | tnk you dd a gea b

MR ORUM | trk ts B a wvay good summay. The



cheddt o reasons agan, B especdly heplll We hae
been having a dscusson for some yeas as o what ae the
real causes behind yeartoyear changes.

f tat dscusson, which s someimes ot N the
pess ad esewhee, s O reach the et el o  matuiy, |
ik some kd o indcatos ke tese ke tey hae n
Canada, are necessary.

MR.  REBSTEIN: At lunch we presented somethng that
I trk meis a e dsosson becase & m®boes O ts
issue. | pomse it s nt te same regding Side we  shoned
twice.

MR. SKERNOLIS: Let me make one comment before Rick

gels sated on ths.  Bak to number sk, | woud add in
dage hn denion o aiMy o new  nepedion I

MR ORUM: Can | ak just a daiication? s te
general noion tat you have t use te same method for each
constituert, een though they might be different Jrocess, and
once you sSat with a mehod you hae to sick wih it fom

yer O yea? f yu dage tt ywu hae ©D @ bak ad re
calcuiate d your previous years?
MS. FASSINGER: No, | tinhk we wanted, agan, 10

maintain flexdoiity and however you are applying that chemk
cad ta yer, yu woud apy a sebe advy index If
you swichh yu hae © pit a e o eqanaion
MR.  SKERNOLIS: So, een wtin te same reporting
year you ooud use dfferent - f you hae two o tree df
feret  processes, and diferent indces might be moe  appro-
pricte, you coud use difierent Ones.

MS.  FASSINGER: Right
MR. REIBSTEIN: I have acualy previously presented
the dea o te ue indx whch & vy smpe t s ar

rent use ower past  use
| dont know how many hunded milion pounds you are

using. | just kow wheher you ae gong up o down
| hae a0 @ked about ue dideng, whch b
comparing waese t use That is a different concept | am

assumng tat ff you have ts and you koow which way use is
gong, we adeady hae waste, so we can look and see which way
weste 5 g
We can ocompare them and gt a feed for waste effi
What | am pesening o yu s a vson hee whch
s ta i we hae good podudion rio and good use index
and we compare cument and past waste generaion and we have a
wase index out of tha, we can pety much t®© f a compay
s dong souce redudion, and we can t© i tey ae beg
gicet nh ter uwe o te demd
Here s a company that inceased ther  producion by
tree tmes and say, tey ae a dd facoy. That & ny f&a
voite  example. They ae now makng 300000 dols instead of
100,000.
They use some toxic chemical in te makng of the
dls har - ths s Wy | ke ts eamnpe To awod bad
pudidy, tey dedded © ot tet down a e bt ad nat
make that har so green. They only used 200000.



So tey ae d o b tey ae ks @
They ae puting ok a sder dd Tt Wl be refeced
They will show hee some source redudion wih te use  index

We dont sl have tese absoute fgues tat  com
paes donit want to gwe ad wil fgt EPA foeve, pehaps,
about not oMg.

Then we can aso see is relaonship. So, we can
e - HEs sy ts wed D be 1L Now tey ae udYg
e a much and they sl ony have 100000 or whatever
waste. They sl hae a much waste as they had when they
had 100000 pounds of use

So, they ae usng less per podut and tey ae
oeting less wase per  use Ths s a good company. That s
wet | wat b s at o te TR

That wil tf me whether they ae a good performing
compary. They are wusng less and what they ae usng they

ae uwig moe eficerty. I woud ke a ssem ta woud
show  that Ou cument system does not show this.
MS. FASSINGER: Can we ak a daiying question?

Ae you saing on tee ta yor podudion s tree  tmes
hgher tan it waes lbst yea, your use s tWwe a hgh ad
your weste is the same?

MR,  REBSTEN: Ths & ether year © year o
besdine o boh Bui ks sy ts & te basde | am
now producng tree tmes as much produt and my wuse is twice
as much and my waste remains the same.

MR FEES | s tat s s yu a kbt what ywu
are  asking. What you ae asking s three indces per chemk
cal.

MR.  REBSTEN: We hae got tis ad we hae got
this. I am oy akg for oe Ths st tkes  caodaion

MR. FEES: You just take last yea's TRI numbers 1o
this years numbers.

MR. REBSTEIN: Yes, you have 100000 waste;, | can
*e et

MR, FEES So, oy one addiond one

MR. REBSTEIN: Ore addiional pece of information,

only one lithe hamless, easyHogenerate pece of data, and
what a weath of  informaton.
MR FEES: There ae dl oeen caeas on  te
producion  ratio. Assuming that you ae basng it on a unt
of poductt and that the unt of poduct cant change  fom
year o year -
MR.  REBSTEIN: In Massachusetts, if you change  your
unt of podut, you hae O recdadate te base yearr  But
yu kow, &t b dodbe

MR.  SPRINKER: | guess through the use of the codes,
for example - lets take shoe  manufacturing. The company has
now decided - they havwe increased the number of shoes they

manufacture.

Honever, lts say what they hae done s O  impot
soes t ten be gued on insead of makng those soes on
site.

So, tey may acualy show ther producion has  gone
up, ther use index has not gone up as much because they are
not haing to use one o te cemcads a much as tey dd
before.



MR.  REBSTEN: | kov what your god s ad ta s
why te K o te 14 tigs They wil look good and they
wli hae ©D epan wy tey look good

MR.  SPRINKER: They woud say outsourcng, for ex
ample.

MR. REIBSTEN: Right

MR, ORUM: What ae te boxes on te fom tha you
need o hae a ts ta we dont have now?

MR,  REBSTEN: Ore e box

MR ORUM Ad wet des &t sa? Wee B I?
MR.  REBSTEN: Use  index

MR. FEES Quartfy use, | guess.

MR.  REBSTEN: No, dont quantfy use. t B a use
index. Quartify the change in yor use, defla use

MR, ORUM: So, it is cdcange per uit o podudt?

MR  REBSTEN: Per  chemical.

MR. ORUM: Per chemical per unt of product

MR. REBSTEIN: You dont need t fgue out a unt
podut for  thes k s dgnpe © do

MR ECK So, t woud be a chemcal ue ower d
processes.

MR  REBSTEN: Per  chemical.

MR ECK Al cemcd uwe for ta cemcd for a
processes, assuming there are many different processes.

MR. REIBSTEIN: Yes, because we dont break out by
process.

MR. DOA You woud weigh i though, | mean, when
you ae dog - yu woud wegh it f yu had a buch o po
cesses.

MR.  NATAN: The producion raio woud be  weighed,
buu te w©ad u=e

MR. REBSTEIN: You may have t do that for produc
fon o, bt yu wont hae © do that for use index

MR, NATAN: So, te pont s tat tis use index may
adualy be easer o caoete.

MR. REBSTEN: Smpe as pe. Now, a the Ilast

meeing | recommended tis for use in  caouating a  production
@io, bt | sad ta oy h oelEn iHaoes w © wok

So, yes, sometimes it Wl be ideicd o te po
ducion  ratio. f yu ae te oompany that makes the toxc

geen de ta ges n te dids ha, t B possty the

same numbers.
MR. STEIDEL: Buu geen de s nat a TRl chemica
MR.  REBSTEN: What | am saing s te oonstiuents

n te de

MR ECK | guess as a oommet © te ease o caur
Hg ta ety | bdee tta a k@ o my fdies
ae cotent t not capure tola  use They stop when they get
o te repoing tweshdds, ad they sat  woming  about
releases ad transfers, wihin reason.

You might be addng a bt more of a repotng burden
tee, espeddy for dhewse we, which & a fy  ow
threshold.

In some cases, a wy lge fadity can  ooss  tat
treshod in tems of use on twee ou o 20 huldngs on the
facity, which ae nmt eemp, and make a wvay quik dedson
thet we hae ©O meer mnd we we nw hae © g on ad dat



Yes, it i necessay when thnking of - when tying
to capure rdeases and wese tansfer, to hae a  beter rep
resenteion  ten tat for uwse, bt t s not  aways  necessaly
O cypue d u=

In many cases it s possbe to make te repot for
rdease and tansfer wihout realy knoning a  use number.
Again, | woud be gad t look u a good spedic exampe for

you.

| guess my oy ogedion woud be &t & nat d
that dmpe B cgpue t can be catued, bt t s nt d
et sk

t s an eda repoing buden een for an  index
bascalyy, and assumng een ta we a gt © sy te index

noody boheed B @ tak & bt year
MR FEESS  They ought t©o kow how much they use
MR ECK | beg D dier et they ot © kow |
des. | hae toop ischios ta ae des | do
N industial  processes. We ae nat red efident We
not

nn
not
are .
MS. FERGUSON: | was just wondering i there s ex
King informaion tat ocoud hdp NN the ue ndex N s
o te tp rge o fxic cemcad pesentt adeady  captured.

f yu wused tat on a yeatoyear bass?

MR. FEES: Maximum amount on site?
MS. FERGUSON: Yes.
MR REBSTEN: I an soy, | wes d tkdyg

about the dy manager here

MS. FERGUSON: Do we hae that infomation aready in
the top range o te tc chemcd on s, N a yea.

MR. REIBSTEIN: | thought you were supposed to aF
ready hae it and you ae supposed O cacdate how much I
guess once you break the threshod o defne  your range, you
stop.

| thought you were supposed o go and hae a levd
of spent -

MR. FEES The treshodd s the amount on ste, not
use. Amout on sie may nat be used

MS. FERGUSON: f you were repoting t on a chemk

o bess

MR. FEES: Maxiimum amount on st a ay one time
my not necessaly e o the owed  ue it coud
There ocoud be some  relation

MR.  REIBSTEIN: Source  reducton  begins  wih  under
sandng  use You shoud kow ths i you ae reay seious

about source reducton, you have got to know what you are us
g ad &t & meanngess wihout @ that

MR.  BROMLEY: | ke Riks whoe preseaion and |
tik te whde idea b eodat I trk t & wy gmpe
ad | trk &t & vy usell Buu tere ae some addiona

caveats.

I tink the towmn st one s a wvay impotat one
| tink ather oe s haing © do wih EPAsS new inepesa
tion of  coincidental manufacture of metal compounds  within the
categories.

| dont know how you ae ewer gong B fgue out



use when things are happening within a combustion chamber or
something that you dont ewen have a concept how to measure
what they ae kg about

tk B a 1o nepedn n te
pace, but ts way, m way yu woud ewer cdoae i

MS. DOA | need to say something about the alega
tion that is totaly unue about concdental manuiadure.

Tht was dscussed in the  fnd  nde  implementng
the reporting provisions of EPCRA  secion 313, which coinck
dental manufacture has aways been covered.

FACILITATOR: Time out We ae gog O se | we
have consensus on some of these thngs in a second Before we
do that do you want to make announcements?

MS. PRICE Yes, we ae fakng about tomomow and
hov we wat to dSat tomomow. We watt peope to break up
o for gous and t@k abot te fom R owa, gven ew
enting tey bhae head a a tese  meeings

(Logistics of group meetings discussed)

FACILITATOR: Jbt © wap ts u, | head a kbt of
suppot  for goup fours proposal that they put up there Was
there consensus on that?

MS. FASSINGER: | woud ke to add a caea before
we ty o get consensus on ta, and tat s b make te sug

gesion  that  these  be  opiod

S, f yw ae ak D d oe o te de D po
vide beter informaon, you do tet f yu ae al t© po
vie d tee yu d tat

That gves us, agan, some fediy axd nat  an

MR. FEES: What opion ae we faking about?
FACILITATOR: I thik we ae tkhg about what
goup four dd, what Tom taked about
MS. FASSNGER Ths & pat o i
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: The whole group four presentation

povided opions ad ts was just ore o tose | supported
goup fours proposa and the fad that there ae  opions  and
fedily  povded, ad Il woud we © syppat tat

MR, FEES: Group  fours  information  isnt  necessar
[ ae solion

FACILITATOR: So, we need to sepaate them out

MR. FEES: | mean, t s moe tan one souion and
hod that up as a recommendaion. @ Then of couse we hae the
Qualiications udemeath thet

MS. FASSINGER: | tink the whoe paper s te rec
ommendatons of goup four, and not to agee on any one of
those opions.

MR. FEES: How do peope Ike tat opion, o just
toke the whole paper and indude -

MR.  CHAMBERLAN: Yess RdKs pee s in tee

FACILITATOR: Does ambody naot agree? t  loos ke
eenbody s oy wih @ tat

(Hands raised in agreement)

MR LATIMER: | agee wih eeyhng | just want
o pot ot - ad | camat tik o an eampe ad | dont
ik & afeds nmy industy buit tee ocodd be a tme pont
when the use index must compromise  confidental  business i
formation.



f tet & oonsdeed i tat, ten | doit hae awy
podem  wh &

MR. REBSTEIN: As long as we fomaly noe he can
not tink of an exampe.

MR LATMER | am &t seddg W Thee may be a
situation.

MS. FASSINGER: Again, | tink tat s why we wanted
o suigget that tis be opiod h cae oe o thee s st
not  applcable. Ed probably has exampes, too, where one of

these migt just not  be  appicabe.

MR. ORUM: You know what happened last tme around
when we had optonal infomaton in  the fom. Secion 8 bas-
cay oignay wes opiod ad ks ten 10 pacent o @ the
fdies e usd i

Il woud raher fnd the red
realy does gt in te way, dea wih tose, and ten make
something optional as a whoe, so that you hae some kind of
consistency.

MR.  REBSTEN: | thought when peope were taking
about opiond, tat tey wee opions for EPA 0 oonsder.
This s recommended as a required pece on te fom, and that
s an opion for EPA o consider dong.

FACILITATOR: Okay, any other ocomments, o ae we
s on te? Goad Oa, we wW s yu d a 810
odok Come in and dvde o yor goups.

(Whereupon, a 420 pm, the meeting was  recessed,
b reconvene te folonng  day, Fidayy, Mach 20, 1998)



